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with the flows in an integrated fashion. So those
are ny coments that | would like staff to consider
CHAIR CLOKE: Any ot hers?

Okay. That concl udes the workshop on
the TMDL. This matter will be back in front of the
board in Decenber --

M. Bishop? "Yes"?

MR. BI SHOP:  Yes.
CHAIR CLOKE:  Ckay.

-- for an actual hearing.

Okay. The next itemon our agenda is
t he Sunshine Canyon City Landfill. And I know you've
been waiting.

So | hope you will understand when
tell you that we intend to take all of you, straight
through -- there are ny speaker cards -- and that we
need to have just a few minute break before we start,
for both the court reporter and the Board. And then
we will cone back, and we will go straight through
W will be back here at 3:30.

(Break: 3:20 - 3:48 P.M)

(M. Mndlin and M. MDonald | eave

t he proceedings.)
CHAIR CLOKE: Ckay. W will now turn our

attention to the Sunshine Canyon Landfill matter.
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Ms. Harris, would you read the
openi ng statenent.
M5. HARRIS: W don't need an opening
st at enent .
CHAIR CLOKE: It's a continuation?
M5. HARRIS: Yes.
CHAIR CLOKE: (Ckay. This is a continuation of
a hearing; so we don't need an openi ng statenent
because the hearing has al ready been opened.
However, | do need to ask everyone
who's going to speak today to please stand. |If you

intend to conme to the microphone today, could you

pl ease stand and repeat after me: | promise to tell
the truth --
PROSPECTI VE SPEAKERS' VO CES: | promise to

tell the truth --

CHAIR CLOKE: -- the whole truth --

PROSPECTI VE SPEAKERS' VO CES: -- the whole
truth --

CHAIR CLOKE: -- and nothing but the truth --

PROSPECTI VE SPEAKERS' VO CES: -- and not hing

but the truth --
CHAIR CLOKE: -- under penalty of perjury.
PROSPECTI VE SPEAKERS' VO CES: -- under

penalty of perjury.
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CHAI R CLOKE: Thank you very much.

Let me just say -- if | could have
your attention, we're going -- because this is a
continuation of a previously heard item if you --
you know, we're doing the best we can with the
nm cr ophones.

But there are seats in the front if
you are having trouble hearing. W'IlIl try to speak
louder. And if you could al so nove down, that wll
help as well. The sound isn't as good in the back of
the room

Because this is a continuation of a
heari ng, we have asked our staff to only address
t hose questions which were asked by the Board at the
| ast hearing. W have asked the applicant to al so
not repeat their previous testinony but to only
present to us testinmony on the issues that continue
to be of concern before this Board.

W're going to hear from-- the order
of the hearing is going to be our staff, the
applicant, and then we are going to hear from el ected
officials and their representatives. And then al
the rest of the cards are going to cone in, in the
order in which -- they will be called in the order in

which a card canme to ne.
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I f you have spoken to us before or if
you are here because you wish to state either your
opposition or your support, please help us out this
aft ernoon by comng to the podium giving us your
nane; and telling us what, you know -- whether you're
in favor or opposed, what you'd like the Board to do.

You can have -- if you've spoken
before, you may have up to a minute but no nore. |If
this is the first time that you' re speaking before
this Board, you can have up to two nminutes, if you
have additional testinmony that hasn't been presented
by ot her people before you today.

And, of course, if you raise sonething
that's new, that the Board is not aware of, the Board
wi || be asking you questions. So | hope that that
hel ps us to conduct our business in a fair way so
that everyone feels that their voice has been heard
but also in a way that lets all of you good fol ks get
back to your famlies and your evenings together.

And with that, I'd like to ask our
staff to cone to the podium please.

MS. RASMUSSEN: CGood afternoon, Madam Chair,
Members of the Board. For the record, ny nane is
Paul a Rasnussen, Chief of the Enforcenent and

Groundwater Pernitting Section at the Regional Board.
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Before | start my presentation, 1'd
like to acknowl edge the presence of Dr. Paul Sinobn
from Los Angel es County Departnent of Health Services
and Dr. Wendy Cozen fromthe University of Southern
California Cancer Surveillance Program

Regi onal Board staff nembers who are
i nvol ved in regul ating the Sunshi ne Canyon
Landfill -- M. Rod Nelson, Chief of the Landfills
Unit; M. Raynond Jay, Chief of the Nonpoint Source
Unit; and Dr. Wen Yang, the Project Manager -- are
al so here to answer questions about the project.

Tentative Waste Di scharge
Requirements -- WDRs -- and Monitoring and Reporting
Programthat were prepared for the proposed Phase 1
of City Landfill Unit 2 expansion at Sunshi ne Canyon
City Landfill were initially heard by the Board at a
speci al Board Meeting on July 24, 2003.

The hearing was continued to Septenber
11, 2003. At that neeting, the Board decided to
postpone a ruling on the proposed |andfill expansion
and directed staff to provide additional infornmation
on the proposed project.

Because this hearing has been
continued fromthe September 11 board neeting, mny

presentation will be focussed on only those questions
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rai sed by the Board at that neeting.

The content of my presentation has
been di scussed in the staff report in relative
detail. The slides will only provide a sumary of
what is included in the staff report. A change sheet
was included in the agenda materials that were
submtted on Cctober 31 to you, and you will find
that | ocated at Page 12-dash-599.

There was an additional change sheet
that was faxed to you yesterday, and a copy has been
provi ded to you today.

The informati on the Board requested at
t he Septenber 11 board neeting includes additiona
heal t h-study reports concerning respiratory di sease
and birth defects in the community surrounding the
landfill, the source and extent of the 1, 4-dioxane
contam nati on that had been detected in groundwater
at the site, and the seisnmic stability of the
proposed landfill-Iiner system

Fol  owi ng the Septenber 11 board
nmeeting, staff worked with the Los Angel es County
Department of Health Services and the California
Ofice of Environmental Health Hazard Assessnment and
USC Cancer Surveillance Programin an effort to

obtai n such i nformati on.
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The results of additional health-

i mpact investigations will be reported by Dr. Sinon
fromDHS and Dr. Cozen from USC. The other two

i ssues raised by the Board will be addressed in the
rest of my presentation

W believe that 1, 4-di oxane detected
in groundwater at the site is fromthe wastes that
were previously disposed at the inactive Ctyside
landfill because the monitoring points for the
1, 4- di oxane was detected in the vicinity of the
Cityside landfill.

Avai | abl e groundwat er-noni toring data
have confirned the detection of 1,4-dioxane in three
groundwat er - noni toring wells and t he groundwater -
extraction trench. All of these nonitoring points
are located in the entrance area of Sunshine Canyon
downgradient to the Cityside Landfill.

1, 4- di oxane has not been detected in
any upgradi ent nonitoring well or groundwater-
monitoring wells at the property boundary. The
extent of the 1,4-dioxane plunme is restricted to the
entrance area of Sunshine Canyon with the landfill's
property -- within the landfill property limts.

Under the Corrective Action Program

that is currently being inplenented at the site --
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and which I will discuss in nore detail a little
later -- the extent of the 1,4-dioxane plunme is being
i nvestigated. There was concern that 1, 4-di oxane may
pass through the liner system of the proposed
landfill and enter groundwater

1, 4-di oxane is only one of the
pollutants detected in | eachate, and its
concentrations are less than 1 part per mllion
Landfill |eachate al so contains other organic and
i norgani c pollutants such as volatile organic
conpounds and semnivolatile organi c conmpounds.

The proposed conposite-liner system
for the landfill will include a | ayer of high-density
pol yet hyl ene, or HDPE, plastic sheets underlain by
four feet of lowperneability clay. Leachate will be
coll ected at | eachate sunmps and punped out of the
landfill. It's very unlikely that any significant
amount of | eachate will penetrate the |iner system

HDPE pl astic is highly chem cally
resistant and is nmost commonly used in landfill-1liner
systems. No mechanical or chenical degradati on was
observed when this material was tested with 100
percent di oxane at 68 and 140 degrees Fahrenheit.

Conments were raised at the Septenber

11 board meeting that the 1994 Northridge earthquake
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caused a displ acenent of 18 inches while the proposed
andfill design only allows up to a 12-inch
di spl acenent .

Actual ly the all owabl e di spl acenent
for the proposed landfill expansion is only 6 inches,
which I will explain in the next slide. The concern
was that the proposed |iner system would not
wi t hstand an eart hquake at the magnitude that is
anticipated in the area.

The 18-inch di spl acement caused by the
1994 Northridge earthquake involved tectonic uplift,
which is denonstrated in this slide. This is a block
of land where a landfill is located. A tectonic
uplift, as denoted by the blue arrow, involves the
uplift of a large area. The landfill would be
uplifted together with the bedrock.

This type of earth novenent will have
little effect on a landfill unless the landfill is
| ocated on an active fault and the displacenment is
al ong that fault.

The red lines represent the fault and
its novenent. As can be seen, if the fault is
| ocated under the landfill, the [iner would be
damaged. There have been extensive geol ogic

i nvestigations conducted in the past, and no active
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faults have been found at the Sunshine Canyon
Landfill.

This slide explains the allowable
di spl acenment that is nmentioned in the coments. The
slide shows the relationship between the waste mass
di sposed in the landfill, the liner system and the
bedrock on a slope of the landfill.

Al | owabl e di spl acenent, as denoted by
the red arrows, is the maxi num permanent novenent
along a critical surface that is allowed during an
eart hquake. This can be seen fromthe previous slide
and this one. Tectonic uplift and all owable
di spl acenment are two different concepts and shoul d
not be comnpared

Ideally, it would be the best if we
can design a landfill-liner systemw th no
di spl acenent during an earthquake. However, since a
design with zero di splacenent is not achi evable, an
al | owabl e di spl acenment is used.

A 12-inch all owabl e displ acemrent woul d
be Il ess stringent than a 6-inch all owabl e
di spl acenment, which is applicable to the proposed
Cityside Landfill expansion

Wt | and regul ati ons were di scussed

extensively at the Septenber 11 board neeting. Board
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Member s expressed concerns regarding the |ocation of
the mtigation site and were provided i nformation
from staff

However, after the board neeting,
staff received comments fromthe public that federa
wet | and regul ations were not net by the tentative
WDRs. The proposed expansion of the City Landfil
will require the removal of 3.41 acres of riparian
habi t at and wet| ands.

Section 258.12 of the Code of Federal
Regul ations, 40 CFR, requires that, anobng other
t hi ngs, the proponents of a new landfill or landfill
expansi on denonstrate that, where applicable under
Section 404 of the Cean Water Act or applicable
State Wetl ands | aws, the presunption that practicable
alternatives to the proposed landfill is available
whi ch does not involve wetlands is clearly rebutted.

The issue raised is that BFI had not
fulfilled the requirements contained in the federa
regul ations. Section 311, in the application
document -- the JTD -- that BFI subnmitted to the
Regi onal Board, specifically addresses 40 CFR Section
258. 12.

Similar information is also included

in the Suppl enental Environnmental |nmpact Report, or
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the SEIR, that was prepared for the proposed | andfill
expansion in BFl's application to the U S. Arny Corps
of Engineers for a 404 pernmit. Staff believe that
BFI has nade the necessary denonstration to fulfill
the federal requirenents.

However, to ensure that federal
regul ati ons are not viol ated, new requirenents have
been added to the tentative WORs to ensure that no
wetlands will be renmpbved unless a 404 permit and a
401 certification are issued under the Federal C ean
Water Act. These are in the change sheets that |
nmentioned at the beginning of this presentation.

Because of the contanination detected
in groundwater, including the detection of the 1, 4-
di oxane, BFlI is required to inplenent a Corrective
Action Program or CAP, at the Cityside Landfill in
accordance with California Code of Regulations Title
27.

A Corrective Action Program was
included in the tentative WDRs that were considered
at the Septenber 11 board neeting. Because of the
uncertainty regarding the Board' s action on the
tentati ve WDORs, the executive officer issued a
cl eanup and abat enent order on October 17, 2003, that

requires a Corrective Action Program at the Cityside
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Landfill.

Thi s was done because the Corrective
Action Program should be inplenmented as early as
possi ble to reduce the chance of contam nants being
rel eased off-site. It should also be pointed out
that the Corrective Action Programis required,
regardl ess of whether the proposed landfill expansion
i s approved or denied by the Regi onal Board.

The Corrective Action Program incl udes
corrective neasures such as the construction of an
i nper neabl e subsurface barrier -- the cutoff wal
across the mouth of Sunshine Canyon -- installation
and operation of extraction wells to renove
groundwat er from behind the cutoff wall, upgrading
and continuing operation of the existing groundwater-
extraction trench, ongoi ng upgrades, and operation of
the landfill-gas collection system and nodi fication
of the groundwater-nmonitoring system

It also includes requirenments for the
del i neati on and eval uation of 1, 4-dioxane
contami nation that was detected in severa
groundwat er-nonitoring wells at the site and a pronpt
final closure of the Cityside Landfill. Al these
requirenents are also included in the tentative WRs

that are presented today.
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If the tentative WDRs are adopted, the
cl eanup and abatenent order will be rescinded because
it wll no |onger be necessary. However, if the WRs
are not adopted, the Corrective Action Programw ||
be i nmpl ement ed under the cleanup and abat enent order

As | nentioned, the health-inpact
i nvestigations will be addressed, follow ng the staff
presentation, by Dr. Sinon and Dr. Cozen

In conclusion, staff believe that the
i ssues that were continued fromthe Septenber 11
board neeting have been addressed and recomrend t hat
the tentative WODRs and nonitoring and reporting
program be adopt ed.

The Board has the follow ng options
regarding this item adopt the proposed tentative --
excuse ne -- adopt the tentative WDRs as proposed,
adopt the tentative WORs with changes, do not adopt
the tentative WDRs, or continue the issue to a
further board neeting.

Board staff believes that the
tentative WDRs will protect the water resources at
the site. W therefore recommend that the Board
adopt the tentative WDRs as proposed. This concl udes
the staff presentation. And we are available to

answer your questi ons.
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CHAI R CLOKE: Thank you, M ss Rasnussen.
At this time 1'd Iike to ask
M. Edwards -- M. Edwards, are you here?
Ch -- oh, pardon ne. Yes. |'msorry.
W're going to take Dr. Sinmon, first. Thank you for
rem ndi ng ne.
Is Dr. Sinmon here? |'msorry.

DR SIMON: | was feeling left out.

CHAIR CLOKE: You have ny apol ogies. And we
do so appreciate your being here today.

DR. SIMON: Can you hear me okay?

CHAI R CLOKE:  Yes.

DR SIMON: Ckay. Good afternoon

CHAI R CLOKE: How about people in the back of
the roon? Can you hear Dr. Sinopbn?

AUDI ENCE MEMBER:  Yes.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER:  Yes.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER:  Not wel |

AUDI ENCE MEMBER:  No.

DR SIMON:  Well, I'Il try to speak up. Good
afternoon. For the record, ny nane is Paul Sinon.
I"mthe Director of Health Assessnent and
Epi dem ol ogy with the Los Angel es County Depart nent
of Health Services.

I'"'mhere at the invitation of the
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Board staff to provide an interimreport on the Los
Angel es County Departnent of Health Services's

i nvestigation of community health concerns near the
Sunshi ne Canyon Landfill.

And |'ve provided a handout of ny
slides for you so you don't have to keep turning
around, once we get to sone of the numbers. And I'll
try to keep this to just 10 minutes. Do you not
have the handout ?

CHAIR CLOKE: No. Maybe we coul d have the
handout of Dr. Sinmon's slides?
DR. SIMON: Next slide, please.

As background, there have been
| ong- st andi ng health concerns voi ced by sone
resi dents who live near the Sunshine Canyon Landfill.
Prior analysis of cancer rates anmpng residents of two
census tracts just east of the landfill found no
evi dence of increased rates of cancer

And that anal ysis was done by the USC
Cancer Surveillance Program back in 1999. Two prior
EIRs did not identify health inpacts associated with
t he proposed expansi on.

Qur County Board of Supervisors passed
a notion, on Septenmber 9 of this year, requesting

that DHS report back to the Board in 30 days with
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recomendati ons on actions to investigate the
community's health concerns.

Next, please.

So the objective of our investigation
is, with community input, to plan and inplement an
i nvestigation to assess concerns that there is an
unusual ly high rate of illness anmong persons living
in close proximty to the landfill.

W seek to answer the question "Is
there a high rate for unusual pattern of disease in

the conmunity adjacent to the landfill?" But, very

importantly, we will not be able to answer the
guestions "lIs there illness in the comunity that is
caused by the landfill?" or "lIs the landfill safe?"

And | alluded to that two nont hs ago,
when | appeared before the Board. The point here,
guess, is that, if we find elevated rates of ill ness,
that doesn't necessarily prove that those ill nesses
were caused by the landfill because we don't have a
defined exposure -- for exanple, a specific
chemical -- and, in addition, there are |ots of other
factors that influence disease rates.

On the flip side, if we don't find
any access -- I'msorry -- excess in illness, that

doesn't prove that the landfill is safe. W have
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| ots of exanples where, |ooking at disease rates,
there were no aberrant nunbers, no elevation
Nonet hel ess, environmental testing, nmonitoring showed
that there clearly were dangerous conditions.

Love Canal is probably the classic
exanpl e where there was gross contam nation and the
epi dem ol ogi ¢ studi es were m xed. Some found sone
slight excesses of cancer, sone slight excess of |ow
birth weight. Oher studies were negative.

Next .

So our progress today: W held a
neeting on Septenber 30 in Granada Hills with
approxi mately 25 persons, including conmunity
representatives, several |ocal experts, and DHS
staff.

And the key discussion points at that
nmeeting were, first of all, to define, as clearly as
we coul d, what the health conditions were of greatest
concern and then to study and come to a consensus on
what popul ations could be studied, given the
circunstances, the finite resources avail able; what
woul d be the optimal nethods of study; and, finally,
very inportantly, how could we best communi cate the
findings broadly to the comunity.

Next, please.
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W sent a menmp to the County Board of
Supervi sors on October 14 -- and | believe your staff
obt ai ned a copy of that several weeks ago -- in which
we described our investigation plan.

And the plan included the foll ow ng
conmponents: Number 1, additional analysis of data
fromthe USC Cancer Surveillance Program including
anal ysis of census tracts that extend down bel ow t he
landfill; analysis of lowbirth-weight births in the
County and in the local comunity; analysis of data
fromthe California Birth Defects Mnitoring Program
anal ysis of nortality rates and causes of death;
anal ysis of chil dhood asthma; a targeted househol d
survey; sone additional cancer-case-finding efforts;
and then, finally, a literature review.

And that would be a review of the
scientific literature to see what evidence is out
there on the relationship between health and
[andfills.

Next, please.

This map shows the areas that were
studied in the analysis of cancer, l[ow birth weight,
and nortality. And what it shows is a census tract
in which the landfill is located -- 1066.03. The

popul ati on of that census tract is about 3, 000.
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That was one | evel of analysis and
per haps the nost inportant because it's in closest
proxinmty to the landfill.

And then the second | evel of analysis
is that string of eight census tracts that extend
fromthe east down across the south side of the
landfill. And the total population in those census
tracts conbined is about 35,000. And we conpared
di sease rates in those two areas wth countyw de
rates.

Next, please.

| show this slide, though, just to
i ndicate that the birth-defects analysis that was
done by the State of California Birth Defects
Moni toring Program was required to use ZI P codes
because they don't have census tract information in
their database. So we asked themto | ook at rates of

birth defects in the three ZIP code areas closest to

the landfill.

You can see, though, that the one --
91342 -- extends quite a distance to the east of the
landfill.

Next, please.

So, first of all, the results of the
anal ysis of low birth-weight births -- and
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apol ogi ze; this prop may not be visible for those in
the back. |'m happy to share the handout, though

wi th anybody interested, at the end of today's
session. And I'll point out the inmportant findings.

In the landfill tract, there were 227
births during this 7-year period. Let nme nmention we
chose 1982 through ' 88 because the information we got
fromthe community was that the greatest anount of
dust and debris flowing into the nei ghborhood was in
the 80's.

And when you're considering | owbirth-
wei ght births, you're |ooking at, you know,
relatively recent exposure. W also did the analysis
for the 1990's and didn't find anything different
than what |'m presenting here. There were slightly
over 3,000 births in those adjacent tracts and then,
countywide, a little bit over a million births in
this 7-year period.

In the Sunshine Canyon Landfill tract,
there were 10 [ ow birth-weight births. And those are
births -- birth weights of |ess than about 5-and-a-
hal f pounds -- so 10 of those for a rate of about 4.4
percent, between 4 and 5 per hundred.

If you |l ook at the adjacent tract,

it's 5.6 percent -- 5.6 per hundred; and then
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count ywi de,

6.4 per hundred. W also |ooked at th

e

average birth weight for all those births, not just

low birth weight, but all births in each of these

three regions and didn't find any notable

di ff erences.

Now, one inportant point, though, is

the population living in the landfill tract is

di fferent denographically than the popul ation

count ywi de.

reasons,

Sonme popul ations, for a variety of

we did adjust the results by race, ethnicity, and

al so by maternal age. And that didn't change the

findings in any significant way.

Next, please.

This slide shows the nunmber and the

rate of deaths by |eading causes, again, for those

t hree areas.

And you can see, for the landfill tract -- it shows a
l[ittle bit -- 95 deaths during that 7-year -- |I'm
sorry -- 6-year period for overall rate, cunulative

rate,

W | ooked here at 1996 through 2001

of about 400 -- about 398 deaths per 10, 000

resi dents over that 6-year period.

The rate, higher in the adjacent

tract -- 545 per 10,000; and then, countyw de, 468

per

10, 000.

If you |l ook at the |eading causes of

have hi gher rates of low birth weight. So
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death in just the rank order, you can see that the
rank order is very simlar across the three
jurisdictions.

For exanple, heart disease is the
| eadi ng cause in all three areas; cancer, all types
of cancer conbi ned, the second | eadi ng cause; and on
down the list. You get into very, very small
nunbers, though, in the landfill tract. And that
really is the fundanmental problemhere in trying to
do any kind of statistical analysis.

Once you start to | ook at very
specific health outcomes that aren't quite as conmon,
you have very small nunbers. And that limits your
statistical power to identify small increases in
risk. The inportant point here, though, is that the
nortality pattern in the landfill tract and the
adj acent tract is -- are approximately sinilar to the
nortality pattern countyw de

Agai n, back to nmy objective slide,

t hough, the lack of a significant finding doesn't
prove that the landfill is safe.

But, again, in responding to conmunity
concerns about | arge nunbers of people dying in their
nei ghbor hoods, it does suggest that the overal

nortality pattern's pretty simlar in their
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nei ghbor hood as in the County.

Next, please.

This is an analysis of birth defects
fromthe California -- the State Birth Defects
Monitoring Program Lot of numbers on this slide.
It's a bit difficult to follow

But | just want to point out they
| ooked at five different kinds of birth defects, the
only five, actually, that they track in Los Angel es
County -- neural tube defects; two congenital heart
defects -- transposition of the great vessels and
tetralogy of Fallot; cleft Iip, with or w thout cleft
pal ate; and Down syndrone.

You can see sone differences in the
rates. Conparing L.A. County with the three ZI P code
areas, none of those reach statistical significance,
meani ng that, froma statistical perspective, there
is no difference.

But, again, froma practical
perspective, the nunbers are very small. |In many of
these cells, it was really only one, two, or three
birth defects identified. And so it's hard to --
there's nothing alarmng here. But on the
alternative side of the coin, there's nothing that

proves that the landfill is safe.
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Next, please.

The status of the remmining conponents
of the investigation: W' ve nmade the comitment to
get a better handle on what the rates of asthma are,
particul arly chil dhood asthma, in the comunity. One
way we're going to do that -- and we're in the
process of doing that -- is working with L. A U S.D

There's an el enentary school in the
nei ghbor hood adj acent to the landfill. W' ve met
with the LLAUS Dofficials. It turns out that, in
order to review the children's nedical records, we
need parental consent. They're in the process of
getting that.

In addition, we're talking with fol ks
in the USC Medi cal School because they have an asthma
nmobi | e-van program And we're going to see if we can
get themto put the van out at the school so that we
can actually do pul monary-function testing of the
kids there and conpare the results with other schools
around the county in simlar neighborhoods.

W also are going to do a targeted-
househol d survey, focussed predom nantly on asthma
and on cancer, although we may coll ect sone
additional information. And we're in the process of

working with this comunity advisory group to
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determ ne exactly what the content of this survey
shoul d be.

W're going to target the survey just
for that one landfill census tract and probably
sanmpl e about 100 of the thousand househol ds in that
census tract. But we'll do it in a way so that the
sanple is representative

W're going to do sonme additiona
targeted cancer case findings with assistance from
some of the conmunity just in that [andfill census
tract, again, to, again, address their concerns that
cancer is very prevalent in their conmunity, to make
sure that we're not missing sonething in the cancer
regi stry anal ysis.

And then, finally, the literature
review, which is in progress, although | have an
excellent article, a reviewarticle, that 1'l]
provide for you that reviews 50 studies that have
been done of health in comunities adjacent to
landfills.

These are a variety of studies. Sone
have | ooked at single landfill sites; sone, at
multiple landfills. Sone of the studies have found
associations -- for exanple, |ow birth weight,

el evated rates of certain types of cancer
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Many of the studies have been
negative. The vast mpjority of these studies have
| ooked specifically at hazardous-waste sites, not
nmuni ci pal -waste sites.

The concl usi on of the author is that
there may be sonmething there, but it's hard to tell
again, for the reasons |I've nentioned -- that often
the exposure is poorly quantified. It's difficult to
quantify the exposure.

To do an epideniol ogi c study, you need
to have a well-quantified exposure | evel and then the
smal | - nunbers problem again. Mst of these
conmuni ties adjacent to landfills don't have, you
know, 50, a hundred thousand people, which is the
size you need if you're looking at relatively rare
heal th outcomes and | ooking for subtle increases in
risk.

So that concludes my presentation
Unfortunately, today, | have to |l eave at 5:30. And
really apologize. But until then, |'m happy to
answer questions. And |I'mavailable the rest of this
week al so to answer questions.

CHAI R CLOKE: Thank you, Dr. Sinon.

Is Dr. Cozen present?

DR COZEN: Good afternoon. And | am
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Dr. Cozen, for the record -- Wendy Cozen. |'m from
USC and an assistant professor in preventive
medi ci ne, which is basically cancer epidem ol ogy
department, and al so serve as the nedical

epi dem ol ogi st for the Cancer Surveillance Program
And | have a little bit of background that Dr. Sinon
suggest ed.

| also want to commend ny col | eagues
at the Health Departnent -- Dr. Sinmon and Dr. Rangan
| think they're doing a really good job of trying to
address the community concerns -- very thorough

So very, very briefly, the history of
the Cancer Surveillance Programis that, in 1970,
Norris Cancer Center at USC established voluntary
col l aboration. |In those days, we had 220 hospitals
in L.A County.

And Dr. Henderson got all the
hospitals to send pathol ogy reports. So every case
di agnosed by a pathol ogy report was counted. Partly
because of the "MFarl and" (phonetic) |eukem a
problem which has still not been resolved to this
day in the Central Valley, the state |legislature
deci ded to make cancer a reportable disease.

So now, cancer's a reportable --

CHAIR CLOKE: Dr. Cozen, our court reporter is
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havi ng troubl e keeping up with you.

DR. COZEN: Okay. | will slow down. |'m
trying to, in the interests of time --

CHAIR CLOKE: Yes. | understand. But we have
to get your words of wi sdomon the record.

DR. COZEN: Okay. So cancer becane a
reportabl e di sease, just like other infectious
di seases, so we could track and nmonitor trends. And
so we get some of our funding fromthe State Health
Depart ment .

In 1992, we becane the tenth Nationa
Cancer Institute Registry. Now, we've received
funds, as well, fromthe National Cancer Institute.
And we collect additional types of data for them
There's a bunch of registries that have been chosen
across the country to provide data.

Next slide, please.

Just to give you a little picture, we
are the nost populous county in the United States, as
you all know, with 9.5 mllion people. W get
36,000 -- "new incident" neans "new cases" diagnosed
every year that we collect. W only collect new
cases.

Now we have 101 hospitals, 15 |abs, 14

ot her diagnostic facilities. And we send a
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techni ci an out once or nore than once a nonth to
collect, go through the pathology reports to get the
cancer information, which is then reported to the
State and NCI.

Next .

The purposes are to nmonitor cancer
trends in Los Angeles County; to describe risk
patterns by various groups so we can target controls
and preventions -- also, of course, by geography --
and, in addition, to facilitate studi es which our
department does. And other departnments use our data
to do a nunber of studies.

Next .

A few years ago, when the EPA was
i nvestigating US. -- no -- L.A Unified schools and
there was an investigation with respect to dunpsites,
| believe, we worked with Dr. Sinmon. And we cane up
with criteria.

And | just thought it would be
interesting to show you the kinds of issues we have
to think about when thinking about an
i nvestigation -- the criteria with which you woul d
deci de whether or not to do an investigation, based
on the scientific reasons.

First is that the reports nust be
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based on docunented cases of first primary cancers.
That means by pat hol ogy report or nedical records.
It has to be docunmented. And benign tunors woul dn't
count.

Sonebody coul d get diagnosed with
cancer and nmove into an area and then | ater develop a
netastasis to the brain. That would not count as a
new case. So it would have to be new cases of
cancer.

Al so skin cancers that are not
nmel anoma -- the benign -- the basal cell and squanobus
are not counted. This is inportant for our
background i nformation. They're very commopn and not
particul arly serious, although they have to be
treated. But we don't count those because it's just
not possi bl e.

So the next thing is that the concern
woul d have to involve specific types of cancer that
woul d be linked to a specific cause and a specific
exposure -- so not cancer in general

So you would want to identify a
concern and link it to sonething you're measuring or
at least that there would be a chance of neasuring in
t he environnent that you would link the cancer to.

That's Nunmber 3 -- that there is a neasurable
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envi ronnent al hazard or exposure.

Next slide.

The nost inportant one, often, for
geogr aphi ¢ assessnents is that the sanple size has to
be | arge enough and a conpari son group avail able so
the result will be neaningful. That's a very
difficult problem

The next one is we all need sufficient
resources. And in this era of tax cuts, as you know,
it's very hard to get the resources to carry out
t hese anal yses and investigations.

And, finally, the State and our
Regi stry i mposes that no confidential information
will be released, which is why we have to suppress
the cells when there's fewer than 10 cases.

Next slide.

This little graph mght hel p address
some of the confusion. This actually is a
t heoretical point of carcinogen emnissions. And the

"CT" stands for "Census Tracts," which typically have
about 5,000 people in themin Los Angeles. Keep in
m nd, we have 1,600 census tracts, roughly. | think
there may be nmore. That was 1990 in Los Angel es

County.

The little circle with the red dot
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represents a point-source emssion. |In this case, we
could think of it as the Sunshine Canyon Landfill and
t he popul ation imediately surrounding it, which we
theoretically said was 2,000. But, in fact, Paul
says that the -- Dr. Sinon says that the census tract
has 3,000. So that's pretty close, rough

In that census tract, in any given
year, the average number of rare cancers |ike brain,
| eukeni a, bl adder cancer would actually -- in that
popul ati on of 2,000, we would expect .1 of those
cancers to be diagnosed every year

That neans, if we have had a 200
percent increase, a twofold increase in risk, which
is 200 percent, it only goes up to .2. So you can
see that, if we're tal king about very, very tiny
i ncreases like 1 percent, the chance of detecting
that -- this is .2 people -- it's going to be very
unlikely to find that kind of an increase.

If we talk about a nmore conmon
cancer -- say, breast or lung -- in a popul ation of
that size, on a yearly basis, we mght expect 1 or 2
cases a year. So, again, a 200 percent increase is
going to be 2 or 3 or 4 cases. And that's just going
to be very, very hard to detect.

If we nobve outward and we | ook at
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bi gger and bi gger popul ati ons, excess rates becone
much easier to detect. But the problemwth that is
that the exposure dissipates. And the exposure
decreases -- when you're tal king about air, it's
sonmet hing |like the cube of the distance fromthe
poi nt source.

So the farther out you go, the | ower
t he exposure and the less likely those people in the
farthest communities are going to be exposed, in
gener al

So this is kind of the Achilles' heel,
you might say, of trying to do these geographic
assessments. Unless you had a gigantic risk,
sonmet hing like an atom ¢ bonb, where you know there's
going to be many, many, nmany, nany, many cases,
frankly, it's very difficult to detect an excess
risk.

That doesn't nean, as Dr. Sinon said
that sonmebody didn't get their cancer, in some way
contributed to, by living near that exposure. It
just neans there aren't enough excess cases for us to
detect it in our assessnent, which nmeans the
assessment in some ways is somewhat linited for this
ki nd of a problem

Okay. Next slide.
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Here's anot her exanmple. W' ve
plotted -- the little squares represent a census
tract. This is lung cancer incidence rates in
di fferent census tracts in Los Angeles. And you can
see there's a lot of variation

Why? Well, the biggest reason, of
course, is there's a lot of variation in the nunber
of people that snmoke in different census tracts,
which is the biggest factor contributing to |ung
cancer.

You see the little red bar up there.
If there was an excess of 4 to 8 cases in that one
census tract, as we're | ooking over our county,
that's going to be very hard to see. You'd really
have to get up to the 30 excess cases to be able to
say, "Aha. W really have an excess here."

So, again, it goes back to the problem
of a small sanple size and a | ow exposure and not
being able to detect it.

Next .

| also very briefly want to address
some msconceptions. 1'll go fast, but | think
they're inportant.

"Cancer is rare. But it's also

common." It's rare at any individual time. But one
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third of us, in our lifetime, are going to devel op
cancer.

And in ny job as nedical
epi dem ol ogist, | get three to five calls a week from
peopl e around Los Angel es County in different
nei ghbor hoods that are very concerned about their
nei ghbor hood and their excess cancer they perceive in
their areas because there is a lot of it out there.

"Cancer is a single disease." And
that's one of ny biggest points. It is not. W
conbine it for public hearings and that sort of thing
to describe it to the public. But just like in the
days before we knew what gerns were, if we put al
i nfectious di seases together and tried to find a
cause, we would never find the cause.

W have to separate the diseases.

That will make it nmore likely for us to find out
what's really going on and what's really causing
t hese cancers.

The third one is that "W have no idea
what causes cancer." That's not true either. And
have a slide that 1'll just skip over next, but we
actually have made a | ot of progress.

And the fourth one, the nost

important, is that "W cannot tell an individual why
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they got their specific cancer." W can |look at a
popul ati on and say, "People who snoke are 10 tines
nore likely to get cancer, lung cancer." But we
can't exam ne a person with lung cancer at this point
and say, "Aha. You got your lung cancer because you
snoked. "

That will take -- | think we nay be
able to do that in the future. But we're not there
yet. And that will take very specific science that
will link the exposure to a mutation in a gene in the
tumor. And we're just not there yet.

Okay. Next.

Here's sone cancers with known causes.
And | only want to call your attention to one, which
is the first -- breast cancer -- which has touched
many of our lives, including mne

And it says, "Manmographic density" on
there, which is actually the density of breasts when

you' re having a manmmogram Wonen that have the

densest breasts have a 500 -- no -- a 50-fold
increased risk -- a 5-fold increased risk, which
means a -- what? -- 5,000 percent increase in breast

cancer conpared to wonen that have the | owest
density.

Agai n, when we're |ooking in these
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geographic areas for 1 or 2 percent increases, it's
just peanuts conpared to these kinds of risk factors.
So there is a lot known. And as cancer researchers
now -- |I'Il put the hat on as a cancer researcher --
we tend to go for the causes that are really big so
we can see them

Okay. Next slide.

I have nesotheliona on here because
nmesot hel i oma and bl adder cancers are the two cancers
t hat have been, in the past, definitively linked to
envi ronnental concerns -- nesotheliom because the
ri sk associated with asbestos is very, very |arge.
It's 20 or sonething like that.

And so even a small -- you can tell --
and it's also a very rare cancer. So when you have a
conmunity that's been exposed and suddenly you have
10 cases of nesothelioma in sone years, then you can
be pretty sure that there's something going on in the
envi ronnent .

Okay. Next.

So now getting to our assessnent, wth
t hat background, we were requested by the Health
Department -- by Dr. Sinon -- to do an anal ysis of
the cancer risk around the Sunshine Landfill.

And we conmbined it into two areas, at
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hi s suggestion, which was good -- first, in the
census tract that contains the landfill and,
according to the map you saw, in the other census
tract around the landfill.

Next .

Wiat we did is there's about 84
different types of cancer. W didn't do all of them
W picked the ones that have been associ ated npst
often with chem cal exposures and those are -- and
al so with dunpsite exposures.

Now | haven't read a lot just on this
particul ar case to see what substances, if any, were
identified. But with dunpsites, one would normally
be concerned about arsenic, benzene, possibly
hexaval ent chromium vinyl chloride -- those kinds of
things, especially with themgetting into the water

So we picked lung, bladder, colon
ki dney, brain, liver, and chil dhood cancer conbi ned
as kind of the cancers that night be nost affected by
the environnent. The community was concerned about
breast cancer. So we added that. And we al so added
al so all sites conbined, although we're trying to
resi st doing that because we're trying to get the
nmessage out that cancer is not one disease.

Okay. Next.
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This is in the landfill census tract.
And what you -- the green bars represent maxi num
nunber conpatible with chance. W draw a 95 percent

confidence linmt around the "expected" because, "by
chance" -- it can be low or high

And the blue bars are the nunber
observed. |If the blue bars were greater than the
green bars, then you would have an excess. kay?

So you can see here, for these types,
for all sites conbined, for males and fenal es, and
for breast cancer, the observed nunber -- renenber;
t hese are new cancers di agnosed from 1972 to 1999 --
was | ower than that expected by the -- based on the
county rate.

Okay. Next.

We coul d not evaluate the other types
of cancer. W |ooked at males and fenal es
separately. And there were not -- there were fewer
than 10 in each of these types in that census tract
during that period of tine.

Next .

In the conbined tracts, we | ooked
at -- we could I ook at nmost of the types. And,
again, you see that the nunmber observed is |ower than

t he nunber expected. | want to nake one nore point.
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Remenber that the nunber expected is based on the
rate, the incidence rate.

And how do you get an incidence rate?
You count the nunmber of cancers -- this is sinple;
but this is how you do it -- and you divide it by the
people at risk. \Where do you get the people at risk?
W get it fromthe census. How accurate is the
census? Well, we know that the census is not that
accurate.

So that's why we have to use a
confidence interval around it because we know there's
lots of misclassification in these rates, in any kind
of rates, when we're dealing with popul ati ons,
especially when it's based upon the census.

And that's another reason why probably
it makes sense to ook at risks only that are greater
than 1.5 -- a 50 percent increase, in that area.

When you're getting down to tiny
risks -- like, 1 percent, 2 percent -- there's so
much niscl assification by the census that we really
can't be very confident in any kind of evaluation of
very, very |low risk.

Okay. Next.

This is also for nales. W added

"Brain" at the last nminute because we thought that
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m ght be inportant.

CHAIR CLOKE: Dr. Cozen, can | just ask you
how many nore slides you have?

DR. COZEN: Not nmany. About five.

CHAI R CLOKE: Because it seems like we're
getting the sanme information --

DR. COZEN: As in the reports.

CHAIR CLOKE: -- that we got -- okay.

DR. COZEN: Al right.

Keep goi ng, then because it's --

Here you see "Breast" was al nost right
at the maxi mum nunber but still within what we expect
by chance.

kay. Go ahead.

And, again, the last few cancers --
bl adder, chil dhood, and ki dney. So we found that,
for every type we |ooked at, the nunber of observed
during this tine period in this area was bel ow -- was
wi thin what we woul d expect.

Okay. Next.

Now, ny attention has been called by
Dr. Sinmon that residents are concerned about
nm scl assification from people nmoving in and out of
the area. W developed this slide a nunber of years

ago. | think this was based -- yes. It was based on
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1980 census tract data. You actually can find out
how many peopl e nmoved in and out.

This was for the entire county. It
may even be possible to get that for this particul ar
census tract. And the very first number on the
slide -- don't -- just don't pay attention to that.
It's supposed to be "zero two fourteen,” but it
converted into a date.

Anyway, what you can see is, for
peopl e, especially in their 20's and 30's, a very
| arge proportion of those people are nmoving out. So
that means, if sonebody lived there for their lives,
nmoved out, got diagnosed with a cancer sonewhere
el se, they wouldn't be picked up

By the same token, if sonebody got --
sonmebody spent their whole |ives exposed to sonethi ng
el se, nmoved in, and got diagnosed, they would be
picked up. So it sort of bal ances each other out.

But it all depends on the | atency of the exposure --
"How | ong woul d you have to live next to the exposure
to devel op the cancer?" That's very inportant.

Next slide.

On the other hand, if you | ook at
burden of cancer -- | told you | wasn't going to show

you all sites; and here it is -- the biggest risk
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factor for cancer is age. And after about age 55,
that's when the rates really start going up

So nost types of cancer, what we're
really concerned with is that -- | nmean we're
concerned with everybody -- but what you really --
the rates really start going up in ol der people. And
those are the people that tend, at |east by the
census data, that tend to be staying around | onger
and living in that area, not noving out so nuch.

So we do feel confident that we would
be able to detect an excess in that group

Next slide.

In these young people, these are the
nost conmmon types of cancer in the group that we' ve
already identified as noving out. And all of these
types of cancers -- well, except for brain -- but
nost of the other types, we have a pretty good idea
what causes them

And there's no evidence to date that
they're related to dunpsites at all. Kaposi's is
related to HV infection and non-Hodgkin's
| ynphorma -- et cetera -- | could go on for a |ong
tine.

W can | ook at females. Sane thing.

These are the top six cancers in young wonmen. And,
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again, they are not related to the exposures
associ ated with dunpsites.

Next .

Just to show you, by this process,
we're working on an atlas; and we're going to be
presenting this in Decenber to the Public Health
Associ ation. W can identify census tracts at high
risk in Los Angeles and will be publishing this data.

Here's breast cancer. And here's the

census tracts that are at high risk for breast

cancer.
Next slide.
Here's lung cancer. And you can see a
very different pattern so -- and there's a different

pattern for every single cancer.

Next slide.

So the conclusions are that we did not
find excess cancer occurrence detected in the
resi dents near Sunshine Canyon. In the past, around
Los Angel es County and through this atlas, we've
exam ned cancer near other dunpsites. And we haven't
found excess cancer.

However, as | hope |'ve showed you,
cancer is not a good canary in the coal mne for

t hese ki nds of toxic exposures because the exposures
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are low and the risks are low. And it's not a good
mar ker .

So our reconmendation is that
deci si ons on Sunshi ne should be made on either
denonstrated or potential exposures, not on the basis
of these cancer-occurrence anal yses. Thank you.

CHAI R CLOKE: Thank you.

DR. COZEN: Sorry it was a little |ong.

CHAIR CLOKE: No. It was very informative.
Thank you.

Board Menbers, Dr. Sinon has said that
he needs to |l eave at 5:00 o'clock. |'mwondering if
there are any questions of Dr. Sinmon before he goes.

W're trading up here. Dr. Sinpbn gets
to go home if you'll stay.

DR. COZEN: | have -- | was supposed to |eave
at 5:30. Is that good enough?

CHAIR CLOKE: | hope -- | hope we're going to
just have -- | hope we're going to nmove quickly
t hrough the rest of this because --

DR. COZEN: Ckay.

CHAIR CLOKE: -- this will be our third
hearing on this matter --

DR. COZEN: Okay. Thank you very nuch.

CHAIR CLOKE: -- although it's the first tine
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we' ve had your presence. Thank you.

Dr. Simon? | just want to -- where is
he?

DR SIMON:  Yeah?

CHAIR CLCKE: | just wanted to say, "Thank you
very much." It |looks |ike no Board Menbers have
guesti ons.

Ch, you do. I'msorry. Ckay.

MR PAK: It's a very sinple question. It was
very informative to get all that information and
data, you know, and the presentation was nice. But,
again, you sort of left it anbiguous. And what we
really need to know is, in your professional opinion
what are the concl usions?

DR. SIMON:  Yeah. M conclusion is that, so

far -- let ne enphasize, again, this is interim
W' ve nade the conmitnent to the board -- our
board -- and to the comunity that we're going to not

just rely on the avail able data and t hose anal yses
but also to do sonme additional data collection in the
conmuni ty.

So but based on the anal yses so far
I've not seen anything unusual in terns of the
patterns of illness and nortality. But | think I

have to go back to what Dr. Cozen just said -- that
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t hese sorts of anal yses, not just cancer, but other
sorts of health studies like this, are not very
sensitive at picking up a problem

And so ny recomrendati on woul d be that
you need -- in making a judgment about whether this
landfill is safe, you're going to need to rely on
lots of different sources of information. You can
certainly consider our health information. But |
wouldn't rely solely on it.

I'd want to know, you know,
"Specifically what about the EIRs all owed
deci si on-makers to conclude that it was safe?" And,
you know, "What have been the environnental -
monitoring results for the area?" -- those sorts of
t hi ngs.

MR. PAK: Ckay. Thank you.

CHAIR CLOKE: Dr. Sinobn, before you | eave us,
this study -- this study that you're going to do in
t he nei ghborhood, in the area -- how | ong do you
think that will take?

DR SIMON: We have a neeting, on Novenber 18,
with the conmunity again. |In my experience, the nost
ti me-consuming part of it is coming to an agreemnent
on the questionnaire. And if that goes swiftly, |

thi nk we could be done by the end of January.

212



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

But it would be a mistake to rush the
process. |If you have a bad questionnaire, then the
results, you know, don't nean anything. So it could
concei vably drag on into the spring if we have a | ot
of disagreement about the questionnaires.

The ot her components, | think, can be
done over a seven-nonth -- several -- several-nonth
period of time. But | think the community greatly
val ues the effort to do the household survey and,
then, so | wouldn't want, you know, to provide any
final report until that household portion is
conpl et e.

CHAIR CLOKE: | would agree with that.

And | think that one of the good
thi ngs that has come out of these hearings has been
the fact that you are going to be conducting this
study because | think it will help to educate the
conmmunity and help us -- to educate us as well on
what is really happening there, which, at this

nmonent, is sonething that none of us knows the answer

to.

DR. SIMON: Right.

CHAI R CLOKE: Thank you very much,
Dr. Sinmon --

DR. SIMON:  Thank you.
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CHAIR CLOKE: -- for your tinme and for your
work in the community.

Okay. | guess we're back on track.

So, M. Edwards? M. Edwards, how
long is your presentation?

MR EDWARDS: | think it will be about 15
m nut es.

CHAIR CLOKE: Do you need -- would it be all
right with you if we took sone of the elected
of ficials ahead of you?

MR. EDWARDS: Sure.

CHAIR CLOKE: Ckay. Thank you.

MR. EDWARDS: Sure.

CHAIR CLOKE: | woul d appreciate that.

Coul d we hear from Council man G eig
Smith, please?

| also need to announce at this
tinme -- |'ve been nade aware that there's materi al
that's been brought to the neeting today.

The way our -- the way we accept
the -- the way we need to accept material is that it
has to be submtted within the deadline because the
presunption is that the Board Menmbers have had an
opportunity to read all the material.

And if we accept material today that
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we haven't r

peopl e m ght

based on the fact that we hadn't

ead, then that clouds the record.

And

be able to even chall enge the record,

that we were presumably using as a basis for our

voti ng.

comments --

So | have to ask you to keep your

your materi al

that you subnmit to be

constant with your comments today.

Havi ng said that,

that you want to become part of the file for the

future,
And we can include it
cane in after

future occasi ons,

that it wll

you're certainly wel come to mail

in the file as materi al

become part of the file.

So | would just

announcemnment .

this tinme,

Super vi sor

is aletter

the record was cl osed and then, in

li ke to nmake that

And | would also |ike to announce,

Burke in support of the BFI

that we have received a letter from

read the materi al

if you have materi al

it to us.

t hat

if we need to revisit this issue,

at

permit, which

that we are also not able to take into

the record at this tine.

it

M.

But we can,

part of the ex-agenda file.

" Robel s"

of course,

We have received a letter from

(phonetic);

M.

"Wor | ey"

(phonetic);

make
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M. Goodnman; fromL.A Gty Council menbers

M sci kowski , Parks, Reyes, and Perry; and

phot ographs submitted by the North Valley Coalition
and a letter fromM. "Sari Otino" (phonetic).

And | believe that suns up the
material. And | hope that you will all understand
that the reasons for our doing this are to keep our
record intact for reasons of -- for |egal reasons.
Thank you.

COUNCI LMEMBER SM TH:  Thank you, Madam
Chairman. And for the record, this is not ny speech
This is the docunent you're referring to, which will
be presented to you tonorrow. Thank you very much.

Members of the Comm ssion, thank you
very much for your attendance today and your
listening to this hearing. Obviously, there's a |ot
of people want to be heard. And we thank you for
your continued interest.

When this Board held up the approva
of BFI's WDRs in the past two neetings, it did so
because it had the courage and responsibility to ask
the pertinent questions and denand responsi bl e,
accurate answers. You showed that you take the
health and welfare of the residents of Granada Hills

and of the region seriously.
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And you honor your mi ssion statenent
to preserve, enhance the quality of California's
wat er supply for the benefit of present and future
gener ati ons.

I n Septenber, when you withheld the
pernmit for the second tinme, you stated severa
reasons for doing so, anbng them a change in the
political world in the City of Los Angeles as well as
ot her jurisdictions.

|'ve presented this Board with a
letter signed by all five valley counci
representatives, stating that they would not have
approved the 1999 zone change that made the expansion
of Sunshi ne Canyon possible. That vote was an 8-to-7
vote. And only one menber of this council that voted
inthe myjority still sits on the council today.

In addition, the Mayor and City
Attorney are on record with their opposition. In
fact, an executive directive was issued by Mayor Hahn
to end landfilling in the Gty of Los Angel es by
2006. VYesterday | joined him as he publicly
rel eased the findings of a landfill-oversight
conmittee and enbraced the contents of their report
that relies heavily on alternative technol ogi es.

The City has already issued two RFPs
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in support of these goals. Additionally, Congressman
Brad Sherman is on the record as is Assenbl yman Keith
Ri chman, a noted switch fromhis predecessor, Tom
McClintock. And Supervisor M ke Antonovich aut hored
the notion that required the County to conduct a
heal t h study.

Every el ected official whose district
contains the landfill is now on record as opposing
it. That was not in the case in 1999. The pending
County health study has once again gone back to
exi sting statistical data.

Dr. Sinmon of the County Health
Departnment, who has designed a two-part study, seeks
to do a door-to-door study to conpile new data which
can be used either to uphold or contradict the
existing statistical studies.

Additionally, working with | ocal
el ementary schools, his study will explore the
respiratory ailnents of children in the conmunity.

Dr. Sinmobn has said, in his report, that this study

will take a few nobnths, as he just said, to accrue
the necessary data. In the interests of the health
of my constituents, | ask you to delay this vital

decision until the data is coll ected and eval uat ed.

Additionally, Dr. Sinmon has said that
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epi dem ol ogi cal studies are not the best indicators
for risk because, even if there is an increase in
certain diseases, it is difficult, if not inpossible,
to prove a causal link to the landfill. He has said
that an environmental study is a nore sensitive and
accurate indicator of health risk.

Next, the Board's concern for
contam nation, including, but not linted to.

1, 4- di oxane and e-waste conponents has propelled ny
office to ask the technical advisory comrmittee, as
provided in the conditions -- "@' conditions
pertaining to the 1999 zone change, to seek testing
of pretested seepage, wastewater, |eachate, and sunp
wat er .

Qur own environnental -nonitoring
division, as well as two private |abs, are conducting
this testing now. BFI has been required to pay for
this testing under the "Q' conditions but bal ked at
payi ng the additional noney needed to have this
report done in time for this neeting.

At present, we are still awaiting the
results. | have provided you, for your perusal, al
correspondence on this matter -- and we'll present it
to you tonorrow -- as well as a list of components

for which we are testing.
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The Los Angel es Bureau of Sanitation
has al ready tested post-treated sanples and has
charted a conparison between testing done in the
past -- this past April and the nost recent sanpling
done i n Septenber.

The results show a dramatic increase
in total toxic organics including nmethyl chloride and
as well as VOCs, including acetone. There has al so
been a nmarked increase in acid extractables such as
phenols. Methyl phenol, cadm um chrom um
nmol ybdenum ni ckel, and zinc are up as well as
di ssol ved sulfide, oil, and grease.

This very Board has already issued a
cl eanup and abat enent order for 1,4-dioxane in the
Cityside "closed" landfill after finding evidence of
contam nati on of this probable human carcinogen in
on-site groundwater wells.

In addition, hydrogen sulfide has been
repeatedly found in the subdrain on the county side,
a sure indicator of a breach in the Iiner. Though
BFI disputes this fact, citing a lack of |leachate in
the subdrain is proof of no breach, Ri chard Lang, the
County LEA, has said that a breach on the slope could
easily explain the lack of |eachate in the subdrain

and has continually cited BFlI for explosive gas
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viol ations, saying they are unwilling to address this
probl em

BFI has been cited for violations in
areas concerned by the County LEA, Gty Bureau of
Sanitation, California Industrial Waste Managenent
Board, Departnent of Health Services, AQVWD, State of
California Departnent of Recycling on over 295 tines
since Novermber of 1996 -- 27 times for expl osive gas
al one.

In addition, they've been cited for
net hane gas detection, litter control, dust control
lighting, daily cover, training, supervision, traffic
control, drainage, erosion control, stockpiling, and
hazar dous-wast e vi ol ati ons.

There are other outstanding issues --
t he outstanding i ssue of |land use. By permtting
this landfill in both the County and the City, BFI
has been able to get away with things that would
never be permitted for the same size landfill under a
single jurisdiction.

In fact, the Gty of Los Angeles
call ed sone of their own pernmitting into question as
wel | as whether BFI legally -- excuse nme. |In fact,
have -- permit in question as well as whether or not

BFI is legally entitled to utilize a variance issued

221



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

to reserve synthetic fuel, in 1979, to |locate and
construct gas-purification plants and coll ection
system

BFI relies on this variance for the
use of their sunp and lateral sewer for its
wast ewat er di scharge. In addition, the use of the
buffer zone designed to nitigate negative inpacts of
landfill operations, as defined in the 1958 O Mel veny
| and- use covenant that runs the land, is strictly
pr ohi bi t ed.

The City -- Los Angeles City Counci
is asking that this variance be opened to inpose
addi tional corrective actions deened necessary for
the protection of the persons in the nei ghborhood or
occupants of adjacent residential property.

The Environnental Affairs Departnent
will consult on these issues, including nmassive
increase in both the quantity of flow of wastewater
fromthe landfill to the City's sewer |ine along
resi dential Sesnon Avenue and conplaints to the AQVWD
regardi ng noxi ous odors alleged to be caused by the
rel eases of wastewater.

In addition, the Bureau of Sanitation
has cited BFlI as recently as October for violating

their industrial-waste permt for pH exceedances.
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Questi ons about sufficiency of the proposed 60-mil
GSE HDPE hi gh-density pol yethyl ene |iner system have
pronmpted me to investigate this liner and its
[imtations in nore detail.

The Board has asked for 80-m| Iiner.
BFI has countered with 60-mil. | thought that the
Board woul d be interested in the follow ng study,
which is in the report I'mgiving you today by --
done by "Philips 66 Plastics" (phonetic), a
manuf act urer of HDPE pol yet hyl ene |i ner

The Philips study states that even a
100-m | liner is certify is susceptible to stress
cracks fromthe follow ng food and food products:
cider; lard; margarine; vinegar; vanilla extract;
even conmon household toiletries and pharmaceutica
products |ike shampoo, hand | otion, iodine, nai
polish, detergents, shaving |lotions, shoe polish --
both Iiquid and paste, soap, |iquid wax, shell ac,
ethyl alcohol or liquor. Al cause stress cracks,
enbrittlenent, softening, and deformation of the
liners.

In addition, comon oils such as
castor oil, mineral oil, vegetable oil, pine oil also
caused stress cracking. Mst noticeably, severa

common chemi cal s can actual ly perneate HDPE
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i ncluding nail polish, lighter fluid, shoe polish,
tur penti ne.

Orange peppernint -- orange,
peppermint, and pine oil can al so pernmeate 100-
mllinmeter liners. | have supplied copies of this
study for your perusal as well as sanples of the 60-
and 80-nil liners fromthe same manufacturer that BFI
uses.

Incidentally, BFI only checks 7 of
200 -- of every 200 loads. | can guarantee you that
nost of these items get through their ridiculously
weak nonitoring systemas we stand here today. And
as a side note -- | just want to show you this -- as
a side note, a sinple staple punctures their liner.

Can you imagine the value of this
liner and conpare it with hundreds of tons of trash
that sit on top of it, if you have broken bottles or
other things that m ght puncture it?

Si nce our existing standards only
require liner for 6- or 12-inch displacenment and our
Nort hri dge earthquake caused 18 inches in sone
| ocations, | can tell you -- and |I'mgoing to read
off the record for nonment -- that, in 1994 on
January 6, there was not one seisnol ogist or

geologist in the State of California that knew that
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that stress fault existed in Northridge.

And they say to you that this whole
region lifted. But you know, when you lift a region
it fractures sonewhere. Sonewhere it breaks. In
1994, it broke in Northridge, a place that nobody
knew that land -- that a fault existed. And | can
tell you 23 people that died in the Northridge
Meadows won't accept their explanation

|"ve covered a lot of information
today. And | appreciate your kind attention. These
are vital matters. In the past, this Board has not
taken action when there were unanswered questions of
safety or outstanding issues of propriety.

| inplore you to use the full weight
of your position to protect the citizens of
Los Angel es and the surrounding regions fromthe
proven environmental dangers of this landfill.

| ask you to delay your decision, once
again, regarding the WDRs until, one, the County
heal th study is conpl eted; Number 2, the City of Los
Angel es is able to analyze the contents of |eachate,
seepage, and water -- wastewater for hazardous
chem cal s including 1, 4-di oxane and e-waste
conponents; and, three, the necessary pernitting and

| and-use issues with the City of L.A are settled.
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Doi ng so sends a strong nessage that
the quality of the environment and particularly the
wat er supply of the region are nore inportant to you
than the ability of BFI to sacrifice these things in
t he nane of cheap waste di sposal. Thank you very
nmuch.

CHAI R CLOKE: Counci | menber? Counci | menber ?
Can you cone back to the podium for one second,
pl ease? Are the "Q'-condition investigations going
on now?

COUNCI LMEMBER SM TH:  Yes. They're going to
do it in the council. It will be before the "plunt
(phonetic) conmittee within the next probably month
and a half, two nmonths, in public works, ny
commi ttee.

CHAIR CLOKE: And so when woul d you expect to
have an answer to that?

COUNCI LMEMBER SM TH: By the first of the
year, maybe late in January.

CHAIR CLOKE: And so are you anticipating that
the "Q -- that, if the answer comes back as you
expect, that that would be the begi nning of
revocati on hearings?

COUNCI LMEMBER SM TH:  That woul d be a possible

revocation, or it could be additional "Q' conditions.
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If it cones back that the legal opinion is they have
viol ated the zoning conditions, then there will be
addi ti onal hearings required at that point; and that
wi |l add maybe as nuch as three nore nonths at that
poi nt .

CHAI R CLOKE: Thank you, Council man.

COUNCI LMEMBER SM TH:  Thank you very much.

CHAI R CLOKE: Thank you.

Are there other questions?

Okay. M. Haueter from Supervisor
Ant onovi ch's offi ce.

Ladi es and gentlenmen, if you could put
your signs down -- we need to be able to see the
audi ence. And they need to be able to see past you.
Thank you.

MR. HAUETER: Thank you, Madam Chair.

CHAI R CLOKE: Thank you for staying so |ong.

MR. HAUETER: Well, in the interest of brevity
here -- | know that a lot of people want to speak --
| have nothing newto add. |'mjust here to answer

addi ti onal questions or if there's any concerns or
comments from the Board.

The Supervisor's position was stated
last tine. He was the author of the nmotion to

conduct a health study. And I'Il let the record
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stand on what we said the last tine.
CHAI R CLOKE: Thank you.
MR. HAUETER: And I'Il stay as long as | can

CHAIR CLOKE: Thank you. | really appreciate

M. WIlianms from Mayor Hahn's office.
MR. WLLIAMS: Thank you, Madam Chair, Menbers

of the Commission. | know that the hour is |late.
And if | can quote Liz Taylor to her fourth, fifth,
and sixth husbands -- "I won't keep you long."

| have a brief statenent here on
behal f of the Mayor. And I'll be available for a few
nmonents to answer any questions that -- you all may
have additional questions.

"Dear Menbers of the Regional Water
Quality Control Board: | want to thank you for your
continued vigilance to ensure that all precautions
are taken as you consider the Waste Di scharge
Requi rements for the proposed expansion of the
Sunshi ne Canyon Landfill to the City of Los Angeles.

"As Mayor, | have the responsibility

to ensure the public health and environnental

integrity of the Gity. | knowthat you too share the
same responsibility. As you know, |'m opposed to the
expansion of the landfill into the Gty of Los
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Angeles. And | intend to continue the current
contract with the City" -- I'msorry -- "discontinue
the current contract with the City when the City --
when it is available for renewal in June of 2006

"In preparation for this" -- as
Councilman Snith indicated earlier -- "ny
adm nistration is taking active measures to ensure
the trash will no longer be disposed of at landfills
inthe Gty of Los Angeles.

"Yesterday | stood with nmenbers of the
Los Angeles City Council and rel eased the fina
report of the Landfill Oversight Committee that |
appoi nted in June, 2002.

"This committee, which was conposed of

citizens from areas nei ghboring landfills, proposed a

framework that will enable us to file alternatives to
keepi ng the status quo of continuing to landfill. As
partly released in the report, | took a nunber of

steps to curb the need to landfill."

First, the Mayor asked that each City
department establish a plan and schedul e where they
could achieve a 70 percent diversion rate by the year
2020. The Mayor al so nade a point of asking the
airport and the convention center, both known for

produci ng nounds and nmounds of waste, to redouble
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their efforts in this regard.

Secondl y, he asked the Bureau of
Sanitation to exami ne the feasibility of requiring
recycling fromtransfer stations and private haul ers
within our city.

Finally, he al so announced that the
City will soon be inmplenenting a pilot project, which
wi Il pick up recyclables at |arge apartnent conpl exes
within the city that do not currently have that
servi ce.

He al so announced that the Cty would
soon have a consultant to hel p determni ne which
alternative technol ogies could be integrated into our
wast e stream

"So we're on the right track. And we
intend to be free of landfills within our Cty, yet
still neet our goals. Qur work thus far has shown us
that this is a very feasible concept.”

Yest erday the Mayor and nmenbers of the
City Council took significant steps in that
di rection.

"We know that there are not going to
be any easy solutions, but we want to have real
solutions. Sincerely, the Mayor of the Cty of

Los Angeles."
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I'd just like to add two things.
There were |lots of questions raised today by the
nmedi cal experts that spoke. There's going to be lots
of enotion. There's going to be sonewhat of a
political ballyhoo about this subject. But the rea
guestion that ultimately has to be answered is this:
"I's it safe?"

That has to be the resoundi ng thene
through all the discussions. "ls it safe? Can they
make it safe? What effect will it have upon the
residents in that nei ghborhood?"

I think the answer is a resounding,
"No." We haven't shown that it can be safe. It
simply hasn't been shown.

W thank you for your tine. And,
again, if you have any questions, |'ll be happy to
answer them for you.

CHAIR CLOKE: Thank you, M. WIllians. M.
Pak has a question for you.

MR PAK: M. WIliams, thank you for com ng
out. And | don't know if | can top your opening
l[ine, but |I think what's inportant here today and
what |'m hearing fromthe Mayor's office and
certainly fromthe Council man was, you know, this

Board's enphasi s has al ways been on safety and it's
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been an enphasis on cl ean water.

That is one of the first times that
|'"mhearing really fromthe City of L.A that you're
actually doing nore testing, nore nmonitoring. And so
| wish that this will continue into the future
because | think this is a great dial ogue fromwhich
we can start to | ook at some other issues that we're
dealing with, in the City of L.A, particularly
sani tation.

And so | want to thank you for com ng
out and sharing these thoughts. And if you relay
back to the Mayor that his prudence and his | ooking
into this matter in a depth that we've always had
here on the Board is certainly appreciated.

MR. WLLIAMS: Thank you very much.

Any further questions?

CHAI R CLOKE: Thank you. Thank you, M.
WIlians.

MR WLLIAMS: Al right. Thank you.

CHAIR CLOKE: M. Parks? Representing
Counci | mrenber -- and you are the son of Council menber
Par ks?

MR. PARKS: And his director of
conmuni cati ons.

CHAIR CLOKE: And his director of

232



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

conmuni cati ons. Ckay.
MR. PARKS: Correct.
CHAI R CLOKE:  You represent Council menbers
Par ks, M sci kowski, Perry, and Reyes.
MR. PARKS: (Good evening, Madam Chair and
Board Menbers. | have a letter here from
Counci | renbers Parks, M sci kowski, Perry, and Reyes.
And | realize you have that letter already. | just
would like to read it in the record really quickly.
"Honor abl e Board Menbers: As nenbers
of the Los Angeles City Council, we urge that your
Board approve the pending application of Brown-Ferris
I ndustries of California, Incorporated, for Wste
Di scharge Requirements for the expansion of Sunshine
Canyon Landfill, which is scheduled to be heard and
deci ded by your Board on Novenber 6, 2003.
"By its approval of the general plan
anmendnment and zone change in Decenber, 1999, the City

of Los Angel es authorized the extension of

landfilling back into the City portion of Sunshine
Canyon, where the landfilling had occurred over 30
years.

"The deci sion was reached after
extensi ve, detailed environnental review and

ultimately conditioned with vigorous controls to
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ensure environnental and health safety inits
operation and oversight.

"The City Council made specific
findings that the Sunshine Canyon Landfill is an
environnental |y sound, cost-effective neans of
providing long-term solid-waste disposal capacity
for the residents of Los Angel es.

"At the same tine, the City conmitted
to the use of a 10" -- I'msorry -- "a tentative fue
for its own sanitation trucks and significant efforts
to reduce its solid waste stream and future
dependency on landfills.

"Now, nearly 4 years later and after
approval fromevery other related public agency with
per manent authority oversight, including many State
and County agencies, the need for Sunshine Canyon is
even nore critical. |In fact, the Cty Bureau of
Sanitation relies upon Sunshine Canyon Landfill for
t he di sposal of up to 3,700 tons each day --
virtually all of the City's nonrecycl abl e waste.

"Additionally, private hauling of
trash fromthe business and multiple residential
dwel I i ngs throughout the entire city and regi on al so
depend on this resource. | urge you to provide one

of the last remaining entitlenments necessary for BFI
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to continue the operation of this much-needed public

resource -- these nuch-needed public resources.
"Sincerely, Council nmenbers Bernard

Parks, Ed Reyes, Ci ndy M scikowski, and Jan Perry."
Thank you very much.

CHAI R CLOKE: Thank you, M. Parks.

Audi ence. Audience. | won't allow
that. We will have no booing or hissing in this
room None. And you will be asked to leave if you

continue to do so. Everybody is entitled to their
opi nion. And everybody has a right to express it in
public. This is a public, governnent agency. W
live in a denocracy.

M. Washburn, representing Assenbl yman
Ri chman.

MR. WASHBURN: Thank you very much.

Dr. Richman has spoken in opposition
before to the facility. And | just had a quick
letter | would like to read into the record.

"To the Menbers of the Board: As a
nmedi cal doctor and the |egislator who represents the
Granada Hills comunity in the California State
Assenbly, | continue ny opposition to the proposed
expansion of the BFI landfill in the Cty of

Los Angel es.
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"The expansion, as per the testinmony
at the Septenber 11 hearing, could possibly present a
real health-care threat to the residents |iving near
the facility. Dr. Paul Sinmon, of the Los Angel es
County Health Departnent, stated at your Septenber
hearing that an environnental study is a nuch nore
reliable indicator of potential health risk than
ot her types of studies.

"Prior to a final decision, | would
urge that a conprehensive environnental study be
conducted of the site. The danger to the community
nmust be neasured in the npst accurate way possible.
Chemical |eaks, for exanple, can potentially pernmeate
the landfill liner and pose a threat to the |arge
wat er supply located near the BFI landfills" -- as
illustrated today by Council man Smth.

"In addition to the health-care
concerns and the threat to the water supply, there's
a dimnution of the quantity of life in the Granada
Hlls area. | urge that the permt be denied."

This, again, was witten by
Dr. Richman -- and |I'Il subnmit this for the record --
who is a physician. And we do represent the area
And we thank you very much for your tine.

CHAI R CLOKE: Thank you, sir.
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MR. WASHBURN:  Who do | give ny letter to?

CHAI R CLOKE: Pardon ne?

MR. WASHBURN:  Who do | give this to?

CHAIR CLOKE: Ms. Harris will take it from
you.

MR. WASHBURN:  Thank you.

M. Kracov, please -- fromthe Gty
Attorney's office in the City of Los Angeles.

MR KRACOV: Board Menbers, G deon Kracov,
with the L.A City Attorney's office -- City Attorney
Del gadillo. We've been here each tine before you to
tell you that the City Attorney opposes the expansion
of this landfill.

There's no dispute that Sunshine
Canyon Landfill has affected the surrounding
environnent. W know that VOCs are present in the
wat er collected in Sunshine Canyon County | andfil
subdrain and in G oundwater Monitoring Well 10.

Al ready community nenmbers conpl ai n of
odors they link to sewer discharges fromthe
landfill. These discharges increased dramatically in
the I ast year and will go up, likely, each year that
the County and City landfills accept trash.

The sewer runs through a buffer zone

created in 1958 that prohibits cut-and-fill
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operations and then through Sesnon Boul evard in
Ganada Hills. |It's because of these other issues
that the City Attorney believes that Sunshine Canyon
sinmply is not an appropriate place for a landfill.

W wish to raise three specific issues
today. It will be short.

The first: The Board shoul d defer
consi deration of the permit until the ongoing health
study of Granada Hills community is conpleted. The
study will analyze whether the landfill operations
negatively affect the health of adjacent residents.
The study's an essential response to the concerns of
the conmunity here today about the presence of the
landfill.

Secondly, this Board rust perform
i ndependent testing and quality assurance of the
groundwat er - extraction trench and proposed cut of f
wal I .  These neasures are absolutely critical to stop
groundwat er contam nation fromexiting the site. And
they must work perfectly when needed, even if for our
children's generation

The Board nust ensure that the trench
system and cutoff wall are built with the best
t echnol ogy.

Third, the Gty Attorney strongly
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recomends that plan to create a new | eachate-
treatment facility and sewer |ine along
nonr esi dential San Fernando Road be expedited to
decrease possible sewer inpacts on the conmunity.

Thank you for letting us provide these
comments. The City Attorney |ooks forward to working
with you, the conmunity, and other elected officials
to ensure a just and environmentally protective
out come at Sunshi ne Canyon. Thank you.

CHAIR CLOKE: Thank you, M. Kracov.
M. Nahai has a question for you.
MR. KRACOV: Thank you.
MR. NAHAI: Thank you for coming, again, on
behal f of the City Attorney's office.

But, you know, some of us on the
Board, you know, feel that the Gty of L.A., having
i ssued the various permts to BFlI, now appears before
this Board urging that this really final permt be
deni ed.

Today, | think for the first time, we
heard Council menber Smith tal k about concrete steps
that the City nmight take in order to back up the
position that it is now advocating in front of this
Board -- nanely, possibly opening the variance;

| ooking at the possibility of revocation hearings;
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and so on.

My question to you, nore as a | awyer
actually, is what is it that the City can do and what
isit that the City Attorney's office intends to do
to perhaps support the position that's being taken
here in nore concrete ways rather than just urging
this Board to defer action or to i ssue a negative
decision in this matter?

MR. KRACOV: Thank you for your question,
M. Nahai. The City Attorney is both an el ected
official representing the residents of the city as
wel | as an advisor to the City departnents, the Cty
Council, the Mayor's office.

The City Attorney wants to work as
part of a teamw th the Mayor's office and Council man
Smith, who | think is still here, to try to address
t hese issues.

| think that there are three prinmary
areas that we're going to try to address.

The first is there was a notion
i ntroduced -- | believe on Tuesday -- to |ook at the
sewer system to look at the legal entitlenent for
the sewer systemin the area where it is, to
determ ne whether it is a -- has a vested right to be

in that area, and whether the variance that allegedly
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al l owed that sewer line can be strengthened to better
protect the comunity.

Now, | can't, sitting here today or
standi ng here today, tell you what the outconme of
that investigation is going to be. But it is
goi ng --

MR. NAHAI: |'m not expecting that at all

MR. KRACOV: But it is going to be
i nvestigated. And in our advisory role, we are going
to be there for staff, the City Council men, the staff
of the Planning Departnent to try to come to a
resol ution.

The second issue is with regard to
what M. WIliams talked to you about today -- about
trying to find other alternatives for waste di sposa
within the city. There's no doubt that that is a
serious challenge for the City. It's a serious
chal l enge for this State.

But the City Attorney is ready in
its -- in the role of an advisor to find all options
within law and regul ation that allow us to do that,
whet her it is through alternative technol ogi es or
whet her it is through disposing of the trash in other
jurisdictions.

| think the third, and final, thing
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would like to bring to your attention is ongoing

i nvestigations through the "Q conditions, which are
the conditions that were inmposed on the landfill,
pursuant to the approvals in 1999, that allows a
techni cal advisory comrittee to study different

i ssues at the landfill.

And currently there is a study going
on, led by the councilmn for the district -- Geig
Smith -- to specifically characterize and investigate
what is com ng out of the County side.

The way that it works is that the
| eachate conmes fromthe County side, is treated at
| eachate-treatment plant, piped all the way to the
City side to this buffer zone, and then to the City
sewers.

What we really are starting to
investigate is what are the constituents and the
characterization of that discharge, to | ook at the
e-waste, to |l ook at 1, 4-dioxane, to make sure that we
are looking for the npst state-of-the-art
contami nants, and to be sure that we know what's
going into our sewer systenms and that we know what's
com ng out of that landfill.

W are there, in our City Attorney

role, to try to make sure that that process goes as
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qui ckly as possible and that we get to the bottom of
it.

So those are the three issues. The
City Attorney is comitted to trying to find
creative solutions. W want to be there in our
enforcenent role, our advisory capacity. Those are
the three things on the agenda for us right now. W
have our hands full with it.

But we are conmitted to doing things
other than just comng to these neetings every nonth.
W are working in the interimon Sunshi ne Canyon.

MR. NAHAI:  Thank you.

MS. BUCKNER-LEVY: If | could --

CHAI R CLOKE: Pl ease

M5. BUCKNER-LEVY: |'msorry. | believe it's
on now.

You spoke a little bit about the
additional testing. And David had asked and | really
would Iike to get, on the record fromyou, a conment
about revocation, which is the first that we've heard
of it here, over the course of the |ast severa
nmont hs when we' ve been hearing this issue, and was
hopi ng that you might be able to enlighten us a
little bit about that potenti al

MR. KRACOV: Revocation certainly is one of
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the options. It's an issue that we have investigated
in an attorney-client relationship with our City and
City Council. It is one of the things that are on
the table.

There are certain requirenents
pursuant to the Muinicipal Code concerning revocation
of general plan anendnments and variances. There are
certain findings that will have to be nade. There
are certain due process rights that woul d be
avail abl e to any applicant, any |landowner in the city
when you' re tal king about these kinds of things.

| can't respond to the hypothetical
W have to nake the findings first. Certainly it is
not an easy process. But it is one of the things
that's going to be on the table. W want to go
t hrough the necessary steps, take it one step at a
tine.

But | think it is fair to state that
it is one of the options, if the evidence and the
findings are appropriate in the circunstances. |'m
sorry to talk like a lawer, but that's what | am

MS. BUCKNER-LEVY: | don't -- | don't --
that's okay. |I'mused toit. And | don't mean to
put you on the spot. And maybe this is sonething

t hat Council menber Smith and perhaps sonme of the
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other representative council -- and | don't intend,
mean to -- intend to put you on the spot.

But it's news -- it's news to us. And
as well as Chris nmentioned to M. WIllianms, "further
i nvestigation," whichis -- this is all news to us.

So, you know, it might be helpful to
hear a little bit nore about that because for many,
many nont hs, you know -- and |'ve tal ked about this a
little bit in previous sessions -- for nmany nonths,
this Board has been essentially holding up this very
narrow pernmit in a battery of regulations and pernmits
that BFlI or any landfill operator would have -- would
be subject to, to do business.

And, you know, we've been hearing from
city council menbers, fromthe City Attorney, from
the Mayor on "Please deny it," or "Please defer it."
And this is the first we're hearing about actions,
proactive steps that the Gty mght be willing to
take to investigate the safety -- the health and
safety inplications on the community.

And so we're trying to do our |evel
best in | ooking at the very narrow water-quality
i ssue.

And it's just -- it's very hel pful for

us to hear today not only the testinmony of the health
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experts but sone of the folks fromthe City to let us
know t here are other possibilities on the horizon so
that this community who's here today can really
understand what's going on in their own backyards.

MR. PAK: | have a question. |'mfollow ng up
on that revocation. Have you -- has the City
Attorney's office or the zoning adm nistrators or
chief zoning adnministrators | ooked at the case and
have gone back to you and said, "Yeah. There is a --
there is a violation of the conditions that can put
it into a revocation"? O have you not even gone
that far yet?

MR. KRACOV: | think it's accurate to say that
we are investigating -- | identified three things
that we are working on in our office, in response to
M. Nahai's question. The first had to do with the
sewer systemlocated in this buffer area.

MR. PAK:  Yeah. Yeah. Yeah. But the
revocation part.

MR. KRACOV: Right. The answer to your
guestion, Board Menmber Pak, is that we must |[ook. W
must investigate. W nmust have the evidence. W are
in that process right now

There was a notion that was introduced

on the sewer issue just on Tuesday. And that took
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some investigation, | think, even to get to that
stage. If, under the circunstances, we find the
right evidence and there are appropriate findings
made, that could be one of the things that's on the
tabl e.

VI CE-CHAIR DI AMOND: Can | ask a question? |
apol ogize. | had to be out of the roomfor a mnute
when you started.

But one of things that was nentioned
earlier by one of the other public officials was that
the City of Los Angel es woul d be anal yzing the
| eachate. And perhaps that will be sone infornmation
that you will be | ooking at as you go through this
process that we're tal king about right now -- the
potential revocation.

What -- when do you think this

anal ysis of |eachate would begin? |Is there -- do you
have -- do you know? |Is that sonething you can
answer ?

MR. KRACOV: That's not a question that | can
answer. Perhaps the Council man, who is |eading the
effort on that, can respond.

VI CE-CHAIR DI AMOND: | f anybody -- if
M. Smith or if anyone el se knows when that anal ysis

wi |l be happening, if that is sonething that -- that
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woul d be information that would be helpful to us in
maki ng our decision. |f there's an ongoing anal ysis
of the [eachate which will be informative to us on
water quality, that would be inmportant for us to know
t hat .

COUNCI LMEMBER SM TH:  Yeah. I n the package
you'll receive tomorrow will be a long list of
constituents we are testing for. The water sanples

have been taken. They've been sent to the |ab.

There's three different |labs looking at it. | would
presune we're talking three -- three, four weeks,
maybe, till we see sone nunbers back but --

VI CE-CHAIR DIAMOND: So this process is
somet hing that will be happening in the very near
future?

COUNCI LMEMBER SM TH:  It's in the process now.

VICE-CHAIR DIAMOND:  It's in process?

COUNCI LMEMBER SM TH:  Yeah

VI CE- CHAI R DI AMOND:  Thank you.

CHAIR CLOKE: (Ckay. Are there any other
guestions for M. Kracov?

Thank you, sir.
MR. KRACOV: Thank you.
CHAIR CLOKE: | have just been asked to

announce that, in five mnutes, the bus will be
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leaving -- is that correct? -- in five mnutes?

MR CAIN. That's correct.

CHAIR CLOKE: Pardon nme? |'msorry.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: We have two buses. |f sone
people can't stay, if they have to go, one of the
buses will be leaving fromout front at 5:30. So if
you can't stay and you need to go, the bus will be
there for youu OQherwise we're in here.

CHAI R CLOKE: Thank you.

If you are one of the people -- could
| have your attention for a mnute, please? If you
are one of the people preparing to | eave and you are
here as a valley resident in opposition to the
landfill, please briefly stand so that we can at
| east see you.

(Some menbers of the audi ence stand.)

CHAIR CLOKE: (Ckay. So we thank you very much
for -- we appreciate your taking the time to be down
here today. And we understand that you need to go
home. But we wanted to at |east have the record show
how many people were here in opposition. |f you want
to | eave your yellow -- put your nanes on them and
gi ve your yellow cards to Mss Harris or to M. Cain
over here, then we can put your name into the record

as wel |.
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M. Cain, would you raise your hand so
peopl e can see you if they want to do that.

I"d like to now ask the council menber
fromthe City of El Segundo -- Council menber
McDowel | -- if he could cone to the podium

COUNCI LMEMBER McDOWELL:  Thank you, Madam
Chair, Menbers of the Board.

First, let nme apologize. Unlike
Councilman Smith, | haven't had a chance to cl ean out
nmy cupboards. But it's inmportant to renenber, when
maki ng this decision, that granting this pernit is
significantly inmportant to the region as a whole.

The cities of the South Bay, where ny
city is, dispose of nore than 5,500 tons of refuse
per month at Sunshine Canyon. W thout needed
expansi on, the Sunshine Canyon Landfill will soon be
out of capacity, capacity which is needed to neet the
requi renents of AB 939, by exanple.

A loss of local landfill capacity
could mean a significant increase in costs countyw de
as well. And that would affect everybody. Sunshine
Canyon has fewer environmental inpacts and is the
| owest -cost option as conpared to alternatives.

And wi t hout expansion, a significant

portion of the refuse fromthe South Bay woul d need
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to be sent to transfer stations, transfer stations
that would need to built in the South Bay and then
transported to other landfills by truck or rail

i ncreasing both environnental costs and nonetary
costs to business and residents.

Sunshi ne Canyon is the npst |ogica
solution to the shortage of landfill capacity facing
our area. And its rates are anong the | owest, saving
nmoney for both business and residents. And | urge
you to support BFI's position

CHAI R CLOKE: Thank you, Council menmber. And
thank you for staying. | appreciate that.

kay. We're now -- |'mnow going to
go through the cards if you -- oh, okay.

Dr. Cozen, are you -- M ss Buckner has

a question for you before you | eave.

M5. BUCKNER-LEVY: And | -- I'Il be very
brief. Wen -- | know you're | ooking at census
tracts. And | know sonetimes -- | nean you cautioned
us on this -- that census tracts don't necessarily --

aren't necessarily an adequate or accurate neasure of
what's going on in a popul ation.

But | want to be sure also that those
census tracts that you had in that -- that you had

confort in knowing that all of the ZI P codes and
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precincts within those ZI P codes were counted in such
a way that you could be making the extrapol ations
that you' ve made, based on the data that you have.

DR. COZEN: Okay. |I'll repeat the question so
peopl e can hear. You're concerned that, because
nmentioned the inaccuracy of the census, that we're
counting the population in the nost accurate way.

ZI P codes are actually much | arger
than census tracts, and | don't know that -- | don't
know anyt hi ng about precincts. | don't know how
they're counted

But census tracts are the small est
unit we can actually use. And for estimates, they're
okay. For magnitudes of the kind that we're | ooking
for when we | ook for excess risk, they're adequate.
For very tiny increases in risks, it's hard to say.
They' re probably not.

But, yes, in terns of that, we try to
do -- and, in fact, we go beyond. And we do speci al
extrapol ati ons so that we don't just have the census
for 1990 and 2000. W |ook at the Departnent of
Fi nance and make our own extrapol ati ons on a census-
tract-specific basis.

So we do try to go the extra mle to

make sure they're as accurate as possible.
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MS. BUCKNER- LEVY: And because of the
limtations of census tract analysis, |'m wondering
if you are going to be looking at all at the door-
t o-door questionnaires, the surveys that the County
will be wal king --

DR COZEN:. Yeah

MS. BUCKNER- LEVY: -- because |'d be
interested in your thoughts on that.

DR. COZEN: The difficulty with that, with
respect to cancer, is that there's no denomni nator
And so you have the nunmerator. But it's hard to make
a rate because you don't have the denoni nat or

Dr. Sinmon and | tal ked about this
problem W thought what we could at |east do was
| ook at -- nake sure, A that nost of the cancer
new y di agnosed cancers or cancers anobng residents
living in those conmunities were actually collected
and identified by the Cancer Registry, which will
hel p allay sone of the concerns.

And the second thing is nore to | ook
at the patterns.

So in other words, if one type of
cancer is -- seens to be in excess in the
distribution -- for exanple, if they find many, many,

many bl adder cancers and not much el se or sonething
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like that in the random survey -- then we night try
to figure out howto investigate further, although
it's kind of hard to figure out how we woul d do that
because the census tract, as | said, is the smallest
unit.

So really we're | ooking at the
di stribution of cases. And that's how we plan to use
it.
BUCKNER- LEVY:  Ckay.
COZEN:  We've tal ked about that.
BUCKNER- LEVY:  Thank you --
COZEN:  Sure.

BUCKNER- LEVY: -- for staying.

35 39 3D

COZEN:  Any ot her questions?
Thank you very much.

CHAI R CLOKE: Thank you, Dr. Cozen.

Qur last public official
representative is M. Mnn from Supervi sor Don
Knabe's of fice.

MR. MUNN: Good afternoon. My nane is
Chri st opher Munn, on behal f of Supervisor Don Knabe.
I"d like to read in a letter for the record that he
submtted earlier.

"Madam Chai r man, Menbers of the Board:

I"'mwiting to express ny support for the approval of
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t he pending regional water quality permt for the
City of Los Angel es's expansion of the Sunshine
Canyon landfill.

"The expansion of the landfill into
the City is critical to allowthe City and County of
Los Angeles to nmeet its short- and | ong-term di sposa
needs and to conply with AB 939 requirenents.

"The existing County portion of the
landfill reaches its daily capacity earlier and
earlier each day. And the Gty of Los Angeles's
dependency on the County landfill is grow ng.

"After exhaustive public testinony and
ext ensi ve environnental review, including an
unsuccessful legal challenge to the environnental
docunents prepared for the expanded landfill, the
City and County | and-use approvals for the |andfil
are final

"Envi ronment al systens of the Sunshine
Canyon Landfill fully conmply with all state and
federal standards. The effectiveness of the systens
have been challenged in court and, in every instance,
have been upheld as neeting the strict state and
federal standards.

"I voted for the expansion of the

Puente Hills landfill, which is in my district,
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because the greater Los Angeles area is facing a
severe waste-disposal crisis. Additional |andfill
capacity is essential to neet the grow ng demands of
the City and County of Los Angel es.

"The City of Los Angel es generates
over 12,000 tons per day of solid waste and must do
its part to ensure adequate landfill capacity is
available for its residents and businesses. The City
landfill has its land-use entitlenments and is within
the 'waste shed' area for the population it serves,
making it an ideal site for additional waste di sposal
capacity.

"I strongly urge the Regional Water
Quality Control Board to approve this pernit to allow
for much-needed | andfill capacity for the Gty and
County of Los Angeles. Respectfully, Don Knabe,
Chairman Pro Tem Board of Supervisors."

CHAIR CLOKE: Thank you, M. Minn. W
appreciate it.

Coul d you give a copy of your letter
to Mss Harris?

MR. MUNN:  Yes, ma'am
CHAI R CLOKE: Thank you so much.
Are there any questions for M. Minn?

No.
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MR. MUNN:  Thank you.

CHAI R CLOKE: Thank you, sir. Thank you for
st ayi ng.

M. Edwards. M. Edwards, during the
intervening time, were you able to --

MR. EDWARDS: Shorten our presentation?

CHAIR CLOKE: Yes. Wre you? I'm-- I"1lI
tell you what our problemis. W're going to |ose
our quorumat a certain point. And I, you know, was
hopi ng that we could -- | can't even promni se that
we're going to have a quorumto nake a decision. But
|'ve been pushing pretty hard to try to get us in
that direction.

MR. EDWARDS: No. And we appreciate that. W
do have a presentati on where we touch upon sone of
the things that have been brought up today; so we'l
nmove as quickly as we can through those itens.

CHAIR CLOKE: Ckay. | appreciate it.

MR. EDWARDS: Okay. Again, Madam Chair,
again, we appreciate the opportunity to come and
present the merits of our project before your Board
today. To best answer questions and to nake the best
presentation, |'ve asked two team nmenbers with
expertise in the respective areas to give sections of

our presentation.

257



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Sharon Rubal cava will present
i nformation on liner design and | egal rationale for
approval. Dr. Shari Libici will talk about
air-quality nonitoring and health-ri sk assessment.

["I'l return and tal k about capacity
mtigations and requirenents support for the landfil
and then have sonme closing statements. [|'d |ike now
to turn to Sharon Rubal cava to start our
presentation.

M5. RUBALCAVA: Thank you, M. Edwards and

Board Menbers. M presentation today will focus on
three issues. And | also will take time to address a
couple of the issues that were raised today that |
thi nk may have created nore confusion than clarity.

First, I want to talk about the state
regul ati ons regarding the design of the liner and why
the Iiner design originally proposed by BFlI should be
approved. |'d also like to touch on sonme of the
public health issues that have been raised and then
al so discuss how all the Title 27 requirenents have
been net.

Okay. We are asking the Board today
to approve the liner design as originally proposed by
BFI. The prescriptive liner design proposed by BFI

is the liner required by the federal and state
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regul ati ons. They obviously have consi dered the nany
i ssues concerni ng, especially concerning, the
strength of HDPE. And this is the liner that they
have cone up with.

There is no technical basis for the
nodi fi cati ons proposed by staff at the |ast hearing.
| think you need to be aware that no evidence has
been presented that the prescriptive liner will not
protect water quality. No evidence has been
presented that the nodifications proposed by staff
will provide a quantifiable measure of additiona
protection.

In fact, BFlI has presented evidence
that there is no quantifiable additional |ong-term
environnental protection fromthe nodifications that
are proposed.

No evi dence has been presented that
there are unique site conditions requiring nore than
the prescriptive liner. |In fact, the evidence shows
just the opposite. The staff cites the excellent
site characteristics at Sunshine Canyon. And the
| ocal water master testified at the |ast hearing that
Sunshi ne Canyon is an ideal site for a landfill.

Also | want to remi nd you that BFI

testified at the last hearing that the additiona
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cost of the nodifications proposed by staff are $13
mllion over the life of landfill. This is
addi ti onal cost that cannot be justified by the

evi dence before you.

kay. Let's touch briefly on the
| egal rationale for approval. The Board has all the
i nformati on that you need to issue the WDRs today.
Al the Title 27 requirenents have been net. And
they are very specific.

This Title 27 is very different than a
ot of the other areas in which you deal. It has
very specific requirements about |iner design
nodi fication -- I'msorry -- nmonitoring and
reporting. Al of those requirenments have been net.

The new landfill will protect the
waters of the State. Your staff has said that. They
concur in our determnation in that regard. Any
di scharges fromthe old unlined landfill are being
addressed by the Corrective Action Plan

I want to thank the staff for going
ahead and issuing the CAO because it allowed us to
begi n work sooner, which we wanted to do on the
mtigation.

Council man Smith has raised an issue

today that | think I have to address at this point,
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and that goes to the question of testing. | hope
it's clear to all of you, and especially to M.
Nahai, who is a | awer here, that what they're
tal ki ng about are discharges to the sanitary sewer.
The | eachate condensate fromthe
landfill is not discharged to ground or surface
water. It is discharged to the sanitary sewer. As
this Board knows, that's sinply not wthin your
jurisdiction.
The sewer, the condensate, the
| eachate is all tested regularly. But Council man
Smith decided that -- at the last minute |ast Friday,
he deci ded he wanted to cone out and do some testing.
We cooperated. But it's really a last-mnute ploy.
This is an issue before the City of
Los Angeles. W have an industrial -waste di scharge
permit. W are conpletely within the terns of our

permit. Your staff has reviewed that. They're aware

of that.
This is an issue with the Gty of
Los Angeles. It is not an issue before this Board.
Li kewi se, you've heard tal k about
revocation of a variance. Okay. | hope you didn't

cone away with the inpression that that's sone sort

of land-use entitlenment for the landfill as a whol e.
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What they're tal king about is the
presence of a "clarifier" on City property that is
used as part of the sewer discharge. And they're
guesti oni ng whether or not the "clarifier" is
properly there.

W do not believe they have grounds to
revoke that variance. But if they decide to proceed
that way, that's all that's at stake. It does not
have anything to do with the basic entitlenment for
the landfill. So basically they're here delaying --
trying to get you to delay action while they take
action on sonething that's entirely within their
jurisdiction.

Al so, they've tal ked about odors from
the sewer. At the last hearing, Judith WIson was
here to testify that they had -- the Bureau of
Sanitation had been out there. They've investigated
and have not traced odors back to the landfil
di scharges through the sewer.

You' ve al so heard about e-waste today.
They keep raising that like it's sone sort of
special waste. BFlI has testified that they are not
going to accept e-waste at this new landfill. So
that's an issue that's conpletely irrelevant to this

point. You heard that at the |east hearing.
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Okay. Now, 1'd like to switch at this
point and talk briefly about the issue of public
health. You've heard testinony -- and a lot of it --
fromthe nenbers of the public that they believe the
landfill's causing health inmpacts on the surrounding
conmuni ty.

But this is not a basis for denying
the permit. The testinony's undisputed that there is
no wat er borne pat hway of exposure between the
[andfill and the residents of the nearby comunity.
The conmunity has not even all eged a waterborne
pat hway. And none of the experts who have
testified -- Dr. Stratton, Dr. Simon -- have seen any
evi dence of a waterborne pat hway.

The experts have testified that, if
there is a potential pathway of exposure, it's the
ai rborne pathway. But over a year of nonitoring,
actual nonitoring data in the comunity every day for
over a year, has shown that the air quality is
conparabl e to ot her nei ghborhoods in the South Coast
Air Quality Managenent District.

So we have actual exposure data on the
ai rborne pathway. W know what the situation is.

Now, you al so know that air-quality issues are

addressed by the South Coast Air Quality Managenent
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District.

And in this particular regard, the Ar
District issued pernmits for the landfill. And they
have specific rules that govern dust and |andfill-gas

emssions. So it's not as if this is unregul ated.

The conmunity's concerns about health
i ssues have not been ignored. The City reviewed the
avai | abl e dat abases, just |ike you're doing right
now, in 1999. And they found the sane thing that the
doctors are finding now -- no evidence, no objective
evi dence of a public health inpact.

But they didn't stop at that. They
didn't stop. What they said was -- and they listened
to the experts. The experts said, "Look at exposure
data. Find out what's actually happening out there.
Monitor it."

Okay. That's what the Cty did. The
City directed BFlI to do nmonitoring. And that's
what's been done for a year. Okay. We've also --
they also asked us to ook at the effect of what the
future buildout will be.

W' ve done risk assessnents.

Dr. Libici will be talking about that. GOkay. Al of
this evidence, all of this review so far has shown no

evi dence of a health inpact in the comunity.
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The conmunity has said it's going to
do its survey.

You now -- to the extent you wanted to
get this ball rolling, it's rolling. And | think, at
this point, you have to step back and say, "Wiit a
second. We're a water agency. You know, is this
really something that concerns us at this point?"

And the answer is "No." At this
point, the clains of health inpacts really don't
provide any |legal basis to delay the pernmt.

In conclusion, there is no | egal basis
to deny or -- deny these WDRs or to delay issuance of
them any further. Pursuant to the provisions of the
California Governnent Code and the state regul ations
which set forth tine limts for state agencies to act
on permt applications, you re way over

This permt application should ve been
acted on within 180 days fromthe date it was
conplete. And that was way back in August. The
Board needs to take action today. You have your own
responsibilities under state | aw

Okay. Qur next speaker will be
Dr. Shari Libici. And she's going to be talking
about the air-quality issues, both in terns of the

nmoni toring and the risk assessment.
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DR LIBICI: MNMadam Chair, Menbers of the
Board, | have very brief remarks that |I've cut to the
bone to only talk about the issues at hand. And
they're the health-risk assessnents that were
conducted as part of the City approval process and
the air-monitoring programthat's gone on

The only air pathway, the only air
sources that have the potential to result in
pollution in the neighborhood are the |andfill-gas
flare, landfill gases uncollected, and trucks and
heavy equi prent at the landfill.

The conmunity was concerned that dust
and di esel exhaust fromthe [andfill woul d degrade
the local air quality. |In response, the Cty
required air-quality nonitoring four tines per year
before landfilling started, to establish baseline air
conditions and, after landfilling started, to ensure
that area's air quality did not degrade due to the
expansi on.

Rat her than nmonitor only four tinmes in
the year, BFI established a 16-nmonth conti nuous
nmoni toring program for dust and diesel particul ates.
The extensive baseline nonitoring program shows that
the air quality in the nei ghborhood was simlar to

other residential areas in the basin.
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In addition, and, frankly, not
surprising to those of us in the air-quality field,
air quality in the neighborhood is better when the
wi nds blow fromthe landfill than when they bl ow from
the other directions, which include freeways.

BFI's required to nonitor the air
quality in the future to ensure that the air quality
i n the nei ghborhood does not degrade. Health-risk
assessment in California is a well-defined process
and a very inportant part of the evaluation of new
proj ects.

This is what Dr. Cozen was tal king
about when she tal ked about suspected and potenti al
health risk. Al sources of air enission fromthe
landfill were evaluated during the City approva
process. This evaluation was done using the
heal t h-ri sk- assessnent process approved by the State
of California.

The heal th-risk assessnent of the
landfill flare and the landfill gas was done in
consultation with South Coast Air Quality Managenent
District staff. The cancer risk fromthe |andfil
flare and the landfill gas is predicted to be
approximately 1 in a million, or about one tenth of

the level requiring notification by the State of
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California.

Exhaust from heavy equi pnent was
addressed during the planning process in response to
guestions fromL. A U S.D. "Environ" (phonetic)
estimated the health risks for students at Van Gogh

el ementary school based on an anal ysis prepared by

L.AUSD

The cancer risk estimated fromthe
heavy equi pment operating at the landfill to students
at the school is 4in amllion, well belowthe

threshold for notification by the State of
California.

The health risks fromthe process --
fromthe proposed landfill were exhaustively
eval uated during the process. And BFlI is required to
nmoni tor the air before and during the expansion.

I'd be glad to answer any questions.

CHAIR CLOKE: Are there any questions for the

doct or?
Par don ne?
Thank you very much.
Did you want to concl ude?
MR. EDWARDS: kay. | want to touch on sone

of the things that were brought up during

intermi ssion just to make sure that we are setting
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the record straight.

Sunshi ne Canyon Landfill has been
identified by the County of Los Angeles as a critica
conponent to neet the state requirenments set forth in
AB 939. The laws require that the County identify
and provide for at |east 15 years of disposa
capacity for waste generated within the County,
including the 88 cities within its boundari es.

Sunshi ne Canyon Landfill represents
di sposal capacity to manage approxi mately 30 percent
of the County's waste. L.A. County currently
generates 39,000 tons per day of waste.

Currently nmore than 5,000, and
probably closer to 7,000, tons per day of waste is
exported to other counties. The City of L.A
resi dents and busi nesses generate nore than 12,000
tons per day. And sonme estimates are over 15,000
tons per day.

Sunshi ne Canyon is critical for the
future disposal needs of L.A City and County, with
or without the 3,700 tons per day fromthe Gty of
L. A Bureau of Sanitation.

Sunshi ne Canyon is projected to be out
of buil dabl e capacity by the sumrer of 2004. So when

you ask about how critical these WDRs are, we're
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going to be out of capacity by the sumer of next
year.

The shortfall will econom cally inpact
the City and the County of Los Angel es and nmany ot her
local cities and residents and busi nesses, sone of
whi ch you' ve heard today.

Also related to capacity, you've
heard, fromthe Mayor's office in the previous two
hearings, that a request for alternative disposa
sites to Sunshine was solicited by the Bureau of
Sani t ation.

The alternatives provided sinply nove
the controversy to other L. A and out-of-county
nei ghbor hoods, require devel opment of new transfer
stations, provide for |onger haul distances wth
substantially increased air em ssions and
envi ronnent al i npacts.

BFI has responded to each and every
i ssue that has been raised over the course of the
project-permitting process, including providing
mtigations at 3-to-1 for wetlands renoved; 15,000
oak trees planted; 5-to-1 mitigation for Dougl as
firs.

W' ve al so donated over a thousand

acres of open space and created buffer zones to
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est abl i sh permanent areas where -- and separation
between the landfill and the nei ghborhood.

Thi s project has already gone through
the I and-use and political process and received
approval fromthe L. A Board of Supervisors and the
L.A. Gty Council. And those approvals are final

"1l go through, very quickly, some of
t he support that we still continue to have on the
project. Already read into the record is a letter
from Counci | menber Cindy M sci kowski, Bernard Parks,
Jan Perry, and Ed Reyes. W al so have support from
t he County Board of Supervisors, including Aoria
Mol i na, Don Knabe, and Yvonne Burke.

W have support from ot her
governmental representatives and key opinion | eaders
i ncluding Mark Ri dl ey-Thomas, Ruth Gal anter, and
Robert "Furstberg" (phonetic). W have conmunity
support from our Teansters; Chamber of Commerces,

i ncluding Granada Hills, Northridge, Porter Ranch
and United Chanber of Commerce.

O her supporters include other
governmental representatives, including myors and
counci | renbers fromthe cities listed here, including
Al hanbra, Bell, Ponpbna, Torrance.

MR PAK: M. Edwards --
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MR EDWARDS: Yeah?

MR PAK: -- if | may, you know, we have al
of this material. And I'mtrying to take the
politics out of this process.

MR EDWARDS: Well, | amtoo. | amtoo.

MR PAK: W don't need to have this
presentation today. |If you could maybe do a
conclusion now, it would probably -- we can probably
get to the point where we need to get to, just to
make a deci sion sonetime today, hopefully.

MR. EDWARDS: |'m glad you brought that up
because we do need to set the politics aside. W
need to set the theatrics aside. And we also need to
set aside the last-minute ditches that are trying to
delay this project.

BFI operates its landfill under
conpliance with all of its permits. W would have
never received our permt fromthe Solid Waste Board
nor woul d your staff have recommended approval of
these WDRs unl ess we were in conpliance with all of
our pernits.

W respectfully ask that you issue the
WDRs today. Thank you.

CHAI R CLOKE: Thank you, M. Edwards.

I'"'mnow going to call the speaker
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cards that | have left. |If | call the nanme of
sonmeone who's left and you knowit, will you let ne
know?

Al so, if what you want to do is just
be counted as bei ng opposed, when | call your nane,
if you will say so, | will mark it on the card; and
you don't even have to conme to the podium That will
hel p us 'cause | amworried about | osing a quorum

On the other hand, you know, if you --

if it's -- if you nake the decision that you need to
be heard, we will give you -- we will give you that
respect.

MR PAK:  Madam Chair, if | could rmake a
suggestion, could we just get three names call ed,
have themin line, so that the next speaker is ready
to talk so we could just nove nore quickly?

CHAIR CLOKE: M. Feldman? Are you speaki ng?
O are you just -- would you want to just be counted
as a "No"?

MR. FELDVMAN: |'msorry?

Oh, |1'm agai nst -- against.

CHAIR CLOKE: Ckay. Thank you.

MR. FELDMAN: | thought you were calling ne

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: Yes. Go speak.
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CHAIR CLOKE: Are you speaki ng?

MR. FELDVAN:  Yes.

CHAIR CLOKE: Ckay. After M. Feldman, M.
Piro and M. Hunter.

MR. PAK: Can those people cone forward?

CHAIR CLOKE: One minute, please.

MR. FELDVAN: All right. Thank you. |
appreciate the opportunity. | wanted to tal k about
two things that appeared in your report from your
staff and -- kind of interesting.

One of "emhad to do with the
permeability of the liner. And it was nentioned by
BFI that the staff recomended approval, based on
that. However, on Page 3, Paragraph 1, of the staff
report it states -- quote -- "The proposed |andfill
expansion will be equipped with a conmposite |iner
that includes an 80-mils-thick-1ayer HDPE nenbrane

underlain by four feet of [ow permeability clay" --

unquot e.

And we just heard BFlI say, "No." They
didn't accept that -- that all they're willing to
accept was a 60-mil liner with two feet of clay.

There seens to be a quite a bit of discrepancy here.
| would call into question sone of the

other itens in this report. Specifically, if you go

274



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

to Page 1, the last sentence in Point 1 on the
"Additional Health Inpact Investigation," it says,
"The meno from USC Cancer Surveillance Programdid
not show any excess occurrences of cancers in the
area surroundi ng Sunshine Canyon Landfill."

And they didn't. W heard a very wel
presented and net hodol ogi cal -- yeah. It's easy for
you to say.

CHAIR CLOKE: Could you bring your remarks to
a conclusion, sir?

MR. FELDVMAN: Yes. What |I'd like to do is say
their data collection is faulty. W heard all of
that way they arrived at the analysis, the
concl usions from anal yzing the data. But we don't
know how t hey coll ected the data.

And the reason | say it's faulty is
because | live in Granada Hills on Orozco Street.
It's not a very long street. Behind ne is Courbet.
On those two streets, there are 10 incidents of --
have been, over the years -- 10 incidents of cancer

CHAIR CLOKE: Right. W understand that
that's the concern. That's the reason why we asked
for the health-effects study. So we really
understand that.

MR, FELDNAN: I' m concerned about how t he data
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is collected.

CHAIR CLOKE: Right. But --

MR. FELDMAN: Can we have any sort of input

into that? Can we -- can anybody fromthe comunity

have input into that?

CHAI R CLOKE: You can do that through

Dr. Sinmon, who is going to have neeting in your

conmmunity. He's the one who's in charge of that

st udy.
MR. FELDVAN: Ckay.

CHAI R CLOKE: Thank you, sir.

MR. FELDVAN: Thank you.

CHAI R CLOKE: M. Piro. And after

him M.

Hunter. Are you here? Are you ready to conme down?

And after M. Hunter, M. Mbss.

MR PIRO I'mhere with the Valley Coalition.

' mopposed to the --

CHAIR CLOKE: \What's your nane,

MR PIRO Jerry Piro.

CHAIR CLOKE: Right. Ww'll

sir?

mark you as a

"No." Thank you. | really appreciate your courtesy
of the tine -- your recognition of the tine
situation.

M. Hunter?

MR. HUNTER: Thank you. My nanme is Wayde
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Hunter. | have a handout |1'd |like the Board to | ook
at, please.

CHAIR CLOKE: Umm - -

MR. HUNTER: Thank you. W just wanted to say
that, based on the staff report, that the results of
the first phase of the requested health study could
be m sl eading since, for the npbst part, it's a
replication of the 1999 census tract.

And, again, we believe that any study
done should target the area closest to the landfill.
W're certain that nany cases were not reported
since the Registry does not have the capability of
reporting cases where those exposed noved before
becoming ill.

The children grew up in the area and
are now bei ng diagnosed -- and are now bei ng
di agnosed outside of the area plus, you know,
teachers who work at the school --

CHAIR CLOKE: M. Hunter, it's too fast for
our court reporter

MR. HUNTER: Well, I'msorry. | was trying to
fit it all in.

CHAI R CLOKE: And remenber that we are well
aware of the health-effects issue.

MR. HUNTER: Well, just so you know, this map
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that | passed out -- one of the ladies in the area --
she didn't go and canvass individual streets or
anything like that. She just -- she knew a few
people. She started putting information down.

And if you have a |l ook at here, we're
i ndi cating you -- a whole series of clusters. And
this is just one lady, three streets near her house,
and t he peopl e she knows has cancer

And if you | ook at very | owest one
over here, like Tennyson --

CHAIR CLOKE:  Ckay.

MR HUNTER  -- there's about 40 houses.

About a third of them have cancer, including two
dogs. But we didn't put the dogs down there.

CHAIR CLOKE: M. Hunter, if you could nmake
sure that Dr. Sinobn gets a copy of --

MR. HUNTER  Yes. |In actual fact, on the back
of this is our letter. W just sent it to Dr. Sinon.
And 1'd just like to say respectively -- respectfully
that we request that you deny this pernmit or, failing
that, continue the hearing until such tine as all the
heal th i ssues have been properly addressed. Thank
you.

CHAI R CLOKE: Thank you, M. Hunter

M. Moss.
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After M. Mss, Mss Stanley and
M. Wods. And anybody who's w shing to just have ne
mark their opposition, we would appreciate that.

MR. MOSS: Good eveni ng, Madam Chair, Board
Members. My name is Bruce Moss. |'m here on behal f
of the Whodland Hi|lls Chanber of Conmerce. And
have a position letter to read.

"As a business-advocacy organization
based in the San Fernando Valley, the Waodland Hills
Chanmber of Commerce would like to voice its support
for the expansion of the Sunshine Canyon Landfill.

"I"'mhere today to speak in support of
this Board' s granting the Water Di scharge Requirement
permits required in order for Browning-Ferris
Industries to conplete the much-needed expansi on of
the landfill.

"Every conmmunity produces waste and
t heref ore nmust bear the burden of its disposal. Al
forns of expansion, whether it's for nunicipa
facilities or for community redevel opnent, affects
i ndi vidual conmunities. The inportant issue is to
ensure that those in charge of any expansi on project
act responsibly.

"Sunshi ne Canyon Landfill is one of

those projects and is nmanaged by a responsi ble and
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safe operator -- Browning-Ferris |Industries.
Alternative plans for trash disposal wll cost
i ndi vi dual and busi ness taxpayers many tines nore
than the current cost for disposal of the Sunshine
Canyon Landfill.
"Such additional costs are unnecessary
in light of the capacity avail able there."
CHAIR CLOKE: M. "Wods," could you concl ude,
pl ease? Your time is up.
MR. MOSS:  Yes.
CHAIR CLOKE: M. Mpss. |'msorry.
MR MOSS: COkay. Well, basically, then, the
Wyodl and Hill's Chanmber strongly urges this Board to
vote in favor of the WDR pernmit. And | will subnit a
copy of the letter.
CHAI R CLOKE: Thank you, M. Mbss.
Mss Stanley, followed by M. Wods,
foll owed by M ss Wrl ey.
Are they present? Can you hear ne?
Mss Stanley -- Dona Stanley -- followed by M. John
Wods, followed by Mss Brook Wrley. Have they all
left?
kay. M ss Gornick, followed by Mss
Stout -- it looks like -- Marilyn Stout. And after

that, Mss Ann "Tinzle"?
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MS. KINZLE: Kinzle.

CHAIR CLOKE: Kinzle. I'msorry. Kinzle.

M5. GORNICK: Hi . Thank you --

CHAIR CLOKE: Are you M ss Gornick?

M5. GORNI CK:  Yes.

CHAIR CLCKE: Great.

M5. GORNI CK: Thank you, Conmi ssioner C oke
and Members of the Board. M nanme is Sue CGornick. |
am co-chair of VICA s Environnment, Water, and
Infrastructure Conmittee.

The Val l ey Industry and Comerce
Associ ation is a business-advocacy organi zati on

founded in the San Fernando Valley in 1949. And for

many years, we've been in support of -- I'mtrying to
abbreviate for you. | think I'Il just -- I'Il get to
t he point.

W hope that you're going to respect
the process. The EIR approval and | and-use deci sions
have al ready been deternined, nmeaning that the
political process has been conpleted. Wat is before
you is a technical permt that your staff has
recomended and deternined to be in conpliance with
the | aw

The Board shoul d respect the pernit

process and approve the permit. Businesses
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t hroughout the state are asking for due process on
permitting. And state and |ocal agencies mnmust conply
with their responsibilities. Thank you.

CHAI R CLOKE: Thank you very much. And thank
you for respecting our time limt.

M ss Stout, are you still here?

And after Mss Stout, Mss Kinzle.

M5. STOUT: Thank you very much for your good
work. My nanme is Marilyn Stout. | am secretary-
treasurer of the Northridge Ci vic Association

W favor the trash-to-energy
conversion systemused in Denmark. W have, in our
nei ghbor hood, a real expert on that subject. |If this
systemis as good as it's reputed to be, we would
wel cone it in the Northridge Fashi on Square
i ndustrial -commercial area.

| point out that that's closer to ny
house than the landfill. Gh, | was talking to one of
the nore pl easant menbers of BFI and said, "Wy don't
you investigate that?"

This landfill decision rmust be easy
for you. Qur people know all about the danger to our
wat er supply and are tal king about it. Furthernore,
Mayor Janes Hahn has called a press conference, as

you all know, and has opposed this landfill. So
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pl ease vote "No" on the dunp.
CHAI R CLOKE: Thank you.
Mss Kinzle? And after Mss Kinzle --
M5. STOUT: Oh, | have one further gift for
you because the California wildfires --
CHAIR CLOKE: M ss Stout, your tine -- your
time is up.
M ss Kinzle?
MS. STOQUT: -- have caused us to nake
reconmendati ons for better econonmic and --

CHAIR CLOKE: M ss Stout, your tine is up

M5. STOUT: I'Il give it to you -- to your
secretary.
M5. KINZLE: Thank you. |'m Ann Kinzle, and

"' mexecutive director of the Reseda Chanber. And
I'"mhere representing them But also | would like to
make a comment that | was bothered by the Mayor's --
Hahn's -- article in "The Daily News" today.

All the years the Granada Hills
Coalition have been conpl ai ni ng about the landfill --
we' ve got this oversight committee; and |I'mal so on
that -- no alternatives were even attenpted to be
sought .

Now, in two years, how can the Mayor

make a pronise that he won't sign the |andfil
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renewal ? No other surrounding comunities wants our
trash. W have to be responsible. Wat the people
of Granada Hills forget -- we are all part of our
great city, Los Angeles. And our trash has to go to
responsi ble landfill BFI.
CHAI R CLOKE: Thank you very much.
M. Miller
After "M ss" Miller, Mss Tominson
Coul d you cone up and be ready to speak, one right
after the other?
And M ss Bendi kson. All right. Is
M. Miller here?
M ss Tom i nson, are you here?
Looks Ii ke she's gone.
M ss Bendi kson, have -- oh, are you --
you' re M ss Bendi kson?
MS. BENDI KSON:  Yes.
CHAIR CLOKE: And after M ss Bendi kson, M.
Manatt. |s he present?
Al right. If you'll cone up and be
prepared to speak in that order
Thank you, M. Miller
MR. MIULLER: Thank you. |'m Al exander Mill er
Ganada Hills. |'ve been a resident of Granada Hills

since 1970. So we've been up and down on earthquakes
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and all those other things there.

One observation, one question. |[|'ve
been given to understand that BFI no |onger puts a
daily cover of soil on the landfill. |Instead, they
cover the garbage with a tarp on each weeknight. It
is then uncovered in the norning and nore trash is
put on.

The result is to create giant piles of
garbage w thout the stabilizing and water-filtering
properties of soil. This practice has not been used
statewi de for a | ong-enough have tine to ascertain
the effective stability. It has been ascertained at
this point only to be lucrative financially for BFI

In your staff report, under Section 2,
Page 3, you state that there is four feet of clay
underlining the liner as a protection for any
advanci ng of contami nation. Over the life of the
landfill, the daily cover would represent hundreds of
feet of soil.

CHAIR CLOKE: M. Miller --

MR MILLER: Wy is this clay so different in
its potential to filter or diffuse the
cont ami nation --

CHAIR CLOKE: M. Miller, can you bring your

remarks to a conclusion? Your tine is up
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MR. MIULLER: Thank you very much.

CHAIR CLOKE: Thank you, sir.

MR. MIULLER: Appreciate it.

CHAIR CLOKE: W appreciate your being here.

M ss Bendi kson foll owed by M. Mnatt
foll owed by M. Kroy.

M5. BENDI KSON: My nane is Becky Bendi kson.
I'mthe chairperson of the Granada Hills North
Nei ghbor hoods Counci | .

And | really want to take a second to
thank the Chair and all of your Board Menbers. |
mean this sincerely. You're the nost attentive
governmental board which |'ve appeared before. And |
really thank you for listening to us. | asked you
last tine to listen, and you did |listen.

| wanted to read four brief letters,
but I won't have tinme. | just wanted to |l et you know
that | have these four letters that support the
Granada Hills North Nei ghborhood Council position
opposing this pernit being issued.

And they are from "Leonard J.
Schaefer" (phonetic), President of the Tarzana
Nei ghbor hood Council. The second is fromthe
Nort hri dge West Nei ghbor hood Council Board Menber

"Judy Levin-Sanchez" (phonetic) and Attorney "Al fonse

286



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Sanchez" (phonetic).

The third is from Ron Nagai, the
interimpresident of the Porter Ranch Nei ghbor hood
Council. And the fourth is fromDr. "Wayne Aller"
(phonetic), President of the Knollwood Property

Omers Associ ati on

And |1'Il give themto your staff.
Thank you.
CHAIR CLOKE: | appreciate that very much.
M. Mnatt. And after M. Manatt, M.
Kroy. |Is he still here?

MR. MANATT: Yes. Thank you. M nane is

Scott Manatt. | ama nenber of the Granada Hills
Nort h Nei ghborhood Council. And |I'm speaking on
concerns that our constituents, our stakehol ders have
br ought forward.

| have not spoken to this Board
before. The EPA and all other reputable oversight
agenci es recogni ze that all liners leak, in tine. As
we' ve pointed out, the liner that the County
represented to this Board as state of the art was
breached in less than five years, causing
contami nation in the subdrain.

This resulted in a conpletely

reroute -- in a conplete rerouting of the water
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resulting in a continuous destruction in the Cty
wet | ands. Subsequently, the diverted water was then
rel eased into city sewers which, in turn, caused
odors in the conmunities nearest to the rel ease.

The proponent is requesting a permt
to replicate this failed Iiner and not a doubl e-
synthetic liner over the whole project, due to cost.

The staff report states that it's very
unlikely that any significant anbunt of |eachate will
penetrate the synthetic liner. This is not
reassuring to us since "very unlikely" is what we
heard about the County liner. And "very unlikely"
cane to pass.

The water protection afforded by the
permit is woefully inadequate. And the permt should
be deni ed.

However, if this Board is deternined
to approve the WORs, it should require the highest
standards of protection for a project in this
| ocation --

CHAIR CLOKE: Thank you, sir.
MR. MANATT: -- a double-synthetic |iner

Thank you very much.

CHAIR CLOKE: After M. Kroy, Mss Libus. Is

M ss Libus still present?
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AUDI ENCE MEMBER:  She left.

CHAIR CLOKE: She left?

After M. Kroy, then M. Rigley. 1Is
he still here?

MR. RIGLEY: Yes.

CHAIR CLCKE: If you could come up, sir.

Go ahead, sir.

MR. KROY: Ch, ny nane is Ral ph Kroy. The
community and the North Valley Coalition has
requested that BFI provided a double-liner if it is
a-- it is to expand the dump -- pardon nme --
landfill.

BFI's reply has been that it is too
expensive and it could not afford to do that.

W -- the North Valley Coalition --
have found that Allied Waste I ndustries, the parent
conpany of BFI, has an annual revenue of 5-and-a-half
billion -- with a "B" -- and assets of nearly 14
billion -- again, with a "B."

This information was found on the
internet, and a copy is included with this report.
Thi s anpbunt of noney woul d suggest that there are
funds available if they choose or were required to do
a double-liner. BFI was also required by federal |aw

to consider other alternatives before it destroyed
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the wetlands. Yet it has not presented any viable
alternatives in its presentation

BFI has a record of doing what it
wants wi t hout any consideration of the inmpact to the
envi ronnent or the neighbors. Thank you.

CHAIR CLOKE: Thank you, sir.

M. Rigley, followed by M ss Kienhol z,
foll owed by M ss Johnson, if you could come down,
pl ease.

M5. KIENHOLZ: | just want to go on record
that |'m opposed to this permt.

CHAI R CLOKE: Thank you. Are you M ss
Ki enhol z?

M5. KIENHOLZ: Yes, | am

CHAI R CLOKE: Thank you, nma'am

M. Rigley?

MR RIGLEY: Hi, Madam Chairnan, Board. Thank
you very much. 1'll be brief. And | do want to just
bring up a couple of things that have come --

CHAIR CLOKE: G ve us your name for the
record, please

MR RIGEY: Oh, I'msorry. Mke Rigley.
|'ve been living in Granada Hills since 1986. W' ve
been hearing today about we don't know enough about

certain medi cal questions. W have other things that
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need to be deternined for a later tine.

But there are a couple of things,
there are some facts that I'd like to point out to
you. And as |I'msaying these facts, think to
yourself howit would be if this landfill was in your
nei ghbor hood.

Fact: The dunp lies adjacent to the
| argest water-treatnment facility in the nation. |
mean this is adjacency.

Fact: The water supply for you and
for 18 million people in Southern California is at
risk.

Fact: The hundreds of diesel trucks
and earth-nmovi ng equi pnent will bring known cancer -
causi ng carci nogens to the nei ghborhood and to the
nort heast end of San Fernando Valley. These are
facts.

Fact: Hundreds of pounds of toxics
that are part of the municipal, comercial, and
i ndustrial waste systemw ||l also arrive daily.

Fact: The dunp itself generates gas,
and many of its components can cause illness or
deat h.

CHAIR CLOKE: M. Rigley, I'mgoing to have to

ask you to conclude your remarKks.
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MR RIGEY: Gkay. | will conclude with this:
At this time, vote for your conscience and your heart
and know that there's tax-paying citizens that really
care about where this landfill is done. And think
about, for a second, what you would do if it was in
your nei ghborhood. Thank you.

CHAIR CLOKE: M ss Johnson. M. Hilberg. And
after M. Hilberg, M. Pedrick.

M5. JOHNSON: Good eveni ng.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: M. Pedrick just left. But
he' s opposed - -

CHAIR CLOKE: Pl ease go ahead, mm'am

M5. JOHNSON: Good evening. In response to
your staff report, a couple comments. The report
acknow edges that 1, 4-di oxane has been detected in
t he downgradi ent wells and the extraction trench at
the entrance to the dunp in the County extension
In fact, they've been detected in the |eachate
sanmples both in the Cityside landfill and the County.

And it continues to say that

1, 4- di oxane has not been detected at any upgradi ent
wat er nmonitoring wells or groundwater-nonitoring
wells at the property boundary. This is obviously an
i naccurate representation

The entrance to the landfill is very
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cl ose to San Fernando Road. And, unless BFlI owns
that road, their property ends at the entrance. The
potential for leaking off-site exists today and will
continue to exist.

W can only assune that this
cont am nant has al ready reached a point where any
addi ti onal nmovenent will be toward the water supply.
Even with this obvious threat, there is no
requi renent being put forward by the staff or by the
Board for additional wells off-site between the dunp
and the Bal boa Inlet water tunnel

CHAI R CLOKE: Thank you very much.

M. Hilberg?

MR H LBERG M/ nane is Dennis Hilberg. As
to the direction of any potential earthquakes, in
1971, the land in Syl mar nmoved 16 inches. W have a
record of it on our property in Syl mar.

And in Granada Hills, just below the
dunp, it noved 6 inches, as evidenced by ny nei ghbor
who very carefully cut out a foot out of his sidewal
so it would fit. And a nonth later, he had to put it
back in.

So it does nmove laterally as up and
down. Earthquakes aren't devoted to one sense. The

other is | had a 20-nil liner in 19 -- | nean |ight
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irrigation pipe. And it was pierced in 20 different
| ocations by the movenent of the land. So don't tel
me that liner is any good.

CHAIR CLOKE: Are you ready, sir? M.

H |l berg. After M. Hilberg, M. MArthur. Woops.
That was M. Hilberg. You are M. MArthur?

MR MARTHUR Well, | was when | left hone.

CHAI R CLOKE:  You know, |'ve been asking
nmysel f who | still amup here.

MR. McARTHUR:  |'m Frank McArthur, here on
behal f of the North Valley Coalition of Concerned
Citizens, which is what this -- it was -- started out
to be call ed.

In a letter from Weston-Benshoof,
BFI's attorneys state that the alternative to that
was a -- dated February, 2003, as submitted to the
Board and the Court for a 401 pernmit is adequate,
saying there is no need for another alternative
analysis or a law requiring one for a 401
certification.

The informati on contained in that
anal ysis is hopel essly outdated and does not reflect
current plans or procedures of either the City or the
County. Mdst of the docunents cited are over 15

years old. The nobst current one is dated 1966 --
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1996. The docunent does not discuss neither does BFI
nmake avail able recent information available to
assi st.
CHAIR CLOKE: Thank you, sir.
M ss "Mango" -- "Jacquel i ne Mango."
I's she here?

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: Can't hear you.

CHAIR CLOKE: M ss "Mango"? "Jacqueline
Mango"? | may have the nane wong. |s she gone?

Fol  owed by M ss Maryellen Crosby. Is
she still here? Followed by M. Margo, Kirk Margo.
I s he gone?

He's gone?

Pl ease go ahead.

M5. CROSBY: H. [|I'mMaryellen Crosby. [|I'm
Chairman of the Friends of O Melveny Park. And I'm
definitely opposed to the reopening of the dunp. But
what | really want to tell you is say, "Thank you
very much."

|'ve been working with this group for
many years. And we've tried many tines to get a
heal th study. And we've gotten nowhere. But thanks
to you people, sonebody has listened to us; and
you've realized that we're very concerned. And

want to thank you because, if you didn't help us, we
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never woul d have gotten this health study.

And I"'mon the conmittee. And | know
that, working with the doctor, he's really great and
he's going to do it the right way. And we're going
to try and come back and tell you something good.
Thank you very much.

CHAI R CLOKE: Thank you.

W have a problem The Metropolitan

Water District wants us to quit the room
AUDI ENCE MEMBER:  Why?
CHAIR CLOKE: | guess they're closing the

buil ding. W' ve sent a staff menber to see if we can

get a fewnmre mnutes. And we will let you know
the results of that. But | wanted to let you know as
soon as | knew that we were being asked. | hadn't

been aware of that before.
(Brief interruption.)
(OfFf-the-record di scussion.)

CHAIR CLCKE: Al right. You know, we're
havi ng this discussion, which you probably can't
hear. W're all very frustrated by the fact that we
were unaware that we had to vacate this room W
have had many neetings in this roomwhere we have
stayed later. And so we were unaware of those

requirenents.

296



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

M. Bacharowski, do you think there's
anyt hi ng that can be done about this?

G ven that fact, | think that we need
to continue this to our next neeting. | don't see
how we have any choi ce because we can't take your
testimony and deli berate.

MR NAHAI: Yeah. But we could --

Robert, could you conme here, please.

(OfFf-the-record di scussion.)

CHAIR CLOKE: We've had a suggestion from

M. Nahai, which | think is a good one, which is that

we --

MR. NAHAI: Conme on now. Listen up.

CHAIR CLOKE: -- that we take your testinmony
today; close the public hearing; and if we -- if we
can't -- if we have to vacate the room we will do
so.

But, right now, we're going to try to
get all of your testinony in before 6:45.
So, M ss Jones, would you start?

MS. JONES: Yes. Diane Jones. |I'mfromthe
alternative area. The City of L.A would like to
close down the City's dunmp and dunp it at our dunp.
When, 5 years ago, they expanded our dunp, they said

it would be 50 years. Currently it will only be 27.
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| say to you, "Approve this because we
are running out of landfills." And you know what ?
The City -- you created it. You' ve got your own
garbage. You need to keep it.

CHAIR CLOKE: M. O Mara.

MR. O MARA: Thank you. My nanme is Jim
O Mara. And by extension, |'maffected by your
decision. | live in Riverside County, a part of the
mayor's plan. He's taken a proposal from waste
managenment to possibly dunp in El Sobrante. | object
to that.

Browni ng- Ferri s has nmade application
for an expansion of the Sunshine County Landfill and
i ntegration of Los Angeles City Landfill, utilizing
acreage into one naster plan and presented that plan
to this Board for their approval

This Board has entertained that plan
and, to ny best know edge, has provided Browni ng-
Ferris with all necessary conpliance steps which mnust
be received before receiving go-ahead approval. |If
at this date Browning-Ferris has net all conpliance
required, | strongly urge your tinely approval. A
| ot of these people here are trying to nake you into
a think tank. You're a decision-naking body.

I nmust also add that, as a resident of
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Ri versi de County, | vehenently object to any proposa
that may have been put forth by Mayor Hahn's office
to deny this approval. It is outrageous that he may
be attenpting to enploy your fine office for his
political ambitions and thus thrusting this Board
into the advance guard of any future mayoral canpaign
by pl acing you squarely in his canp.

Pl ease 1 ook to the needs of the people
of this City and County and allow themto be met by
t he approval of the Sunshine Landfill expansion
permit. Thank you.

CHAI R CLOKE: Thank you.

Mss -- Ms. O Mara, followed by

M. Levitt. M. Levitt, are you still here? Ckay.

MRS. O MARA: Kaye O Mara, Norco, Riverside
County. | speak in support of the permit. You have
nmy packet. Wthin that packet, 1'd like to nention
t he support of the pernmit by the Norco schoo
district, the Norco City Council, and a few ot her
peopl e.

I'd like to state that, you know,
trash is a nere reality of a human existence. And
every comunity creates trash. And every community
shoul d be accountabl e and responsi ble for what they

create. And that includes one's trash.
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What | find nost offensive fromthe
mayor of your city and the residents is their
presunpti on that someone el se shoul d have to bear the
burden and inpact on their environment for L.A.
trash. The attitude is, at the very |least, extrenmely
i nsensitive to one's neighbor and irresponsible.

What is nmost insulting is that the
City of L.A has the alternative -- their trash --
their owmn landfill in, specifically, Sunshine.
understand with that capacity -- with that expansion
they could have a 25-year capacity.

How absurd for this comunity to think
that they should be allowed to close their [andfil
to only dunp on another. Mayor Hahn states he wants
renote urban sites for their landfill. And he
states, | think --

CHAIR CLOKE: Coul d you please -- could you
concl ude your remarks, please.

MRS. O MARA: Yes. |'d like the audience to
hear this. Myor Hahn says that they should not bury
their trash where their kids go to school and where
they live and where their water supply is.

Really. Well, where does he think El
Sobrante is?

CHAIR CLOKE: Thank you, nma'am Thank you
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very much.
M. Levitt?

MRS. O MARA: What about our kids?

CHAIR CLOKE: W hear you. Thank you very
nmuch.

M. Levitt, followed by M. M ss
Ziliac.

MR. LEVI TT: Thank you, Madam Chair, Board
Members. My name is Sheldon Levitt, and | have |ived
in the North San Fernando Valley for 40 years. | own
several rental properties in Granada Hills around the
Sunshi ne Landfill.

| have long-termtenants living in the
rental properties. And | have never had -- received
any conpl aints regardi ng odor, dust, health probl enms
relative to the landfill. | amfamliar with the
landfill's operation. Sunshine is a state-of-the-art
facility that only accepts normal househol d waste.
No hazardous waste is accepted at Sunshine Landfill.
BFI operates a reliable and closely
monitored landfill unlike any other landfill. They
maintain a full-tine residential L.A County
i nspector to maintain the operation of the landfill.
They're the best -- they have the best freeway access

and in any access -- to any landfill in the country.
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Trash trucks exit the freeway and use a service road
t hrough the industrial area.

CHAIR CLOKE: M. Levitt, can you concl ude,
pl ease?

MR LEVITT: | wll conclude.

The expansi on of Sunshine Landfil
nmust take place as soon as possible to provide
urgently needed trash-disposal service. | strongly
urge the Water Control Board to approve the --

CHAI R CLOKE: Thank you.

MR LEMITT: -- WDRs today.

CHAI R CLOKE: Thank you.

Mss Ziliac, followed by Mss Mann
Mss Ziliac, are you here? Wuld you please go to
the podiun? Are you Mss Ziliac?

M5. ZILIAC. Yes, | am Thank you. 1It's Anne
Ziliac. | have handed Steve a copy there of a letter
wi th supporting documentation fromthe North Valley
Coalition attorneys regardi ng practicable
alternatives in RCRA. And the staff got it already.
But you didn't get it yet. So there is a copy. |
think they were going to provide one to you, but they
haven't done so yet.

I want to point out one of the -- one

of the comrents in that supporting docunment. And it
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says that "Practicable alternatives were not
considered.” And that's true because one of the
things left out is that there are 90 acres of |ands
that BFI was given in the 215-nillion-acre approva
fromthe Board of Supervisors, the County of L.A
And they don't say what they're going
to do with that 90 acres. So to say that they've
going to be out of landfill space in 2004 is
i naccur ate because the Board of Supervisors told
them when they were approved, that they could cone
back if the Gty landfill did not happen
So | wanted to say that is a
practicable alternative |left out, never addressed.
CHAIR CLOKE: Thank you, Mss Ziliac.
M5. ZILI AC. Thank you.
CHAIR CLOKE: M ss Mann? Foll owed by M ss
Hal | .
M5. MANN: Cherie Mann. |'mgoing to submt
this -- so | don't have to say it -- regarding

Item 3, seismic stability of the liner system

Page 3.

One thing -- all this has gone on
before the landfill has even opened. So just wait
till it opens, if it does.

The other thing is there is not an
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i nsurance conpany in the United States that will
insure any liner for any dunp. So liner is a big
i ssue. Thank you.

CHAI R CLOKE: Thank you.

M5. MANN: | am agai nst.

CHAI R CLOKE: Thank you.

Dr. Bane? Dr. Marlene Bane? 1|s she
in the auditoriun?

DR. BANE: Thank you, Madam Chair, Menbers of
the Board. | amDr. Marlene Bane. And |'ve been a
resi dent of the San Fernando Valley for over 40 years
and have been involved in all aspects of valley life
all during that tinme.

My | ate husband served in the state
assenbly, representing the San Fernando Valley. And
| served as the chief consultant and chief of staff
for many years.

And | have been, all of that -- all of
the tine that Sunshine Canyon has been in existence,
| have been a supporter and a nonitor of their
activity. |I'mvery proud of their comunity
i nvol venent. |'mvery proud of what they do. | know
they don't handl e hazardous waste.

And | urge that you approve the \Water

Di scharge Requirement permits. They've nmet all of
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the requirenents. They have net all the other
permitting procedures. And they need your approval.
Thank you.

CHAI R CLOKE: Thank you very much.

W have two | ast cards. W' re going
to hear fromthese two people. Then we are going to
cl ose the public hearing. So there will not be
anot her opportunity to speak on this. The next tine
this Board neets, we will meet to ask questions of
staff and to deliberate on the matter.

And the last two cards are M ss
Thonpson and M ss Worl ey.

MS. HALL: M ss Hall?

CHAIR CLOKE: You're -- you're --

MS. HALL: M ss Hall.

CHAIR CLOKE: Yes. | was -- | called you up.

M5. HALL: Ch, okay. M nane is Beth Hall.
And like many people in the last year and a half, |
was able to spend ny [ ast penny and buy a house in
Granada Hills, which | love. And | drive every day
up the hill. And | see the thernoneter rising.

And | was happy to hear from Sharon at
BFI that there are regulations. And | also noticed
that they've been violated 98 tines. So we just

don't know what's going to happen. |'msure they
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don't mean to violate them but it happens.

And being across froma water plant,
which is your jurisdiction -- even though they're
telling you, you really don't have any say in the
matter, you do. There is water there. And we don't
know what could happen. And I'd hate to be the one
who said, "Ckay. Let it go." And then -- oops.
Seepage. Thank you.

CHAIR CLOKE: M ss Wrley? Is Mss Wrley
here? M ss Wrley?

M5. WORLEY: Hello. M nane is Donna. And
I"'mfroma grass roots group called "AVRALAT," an
acronymfor "Allied Vall ey Residents Against L.A
Trash." | have organi zed a constituency of Los
Angel es County citizens east of the 405 freeway, many
of whomlive in Pal ndal e and Lancaster -- citizens
who oppose the transporting of the City's trash into
t hei r nei ghbor hood.

On their behalf, | ask that you all ow
for the necessary permts for the expansion of
Sunshi ne -- of the Sunshine Canyon Landfill because,
fromwhat studies indicate, the expansion of Sunshine
Canyon Landfill would take care of the City's trash
needs for the next 20 to 25 years.

The expansion is the only viable and
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fair answer to the City's trash problem An
alternate plan to transport the City's waste to

Pal ndal e and Lancaster or Sim Valley and other such
conmunities is an obvious political ploy to upgrade
t he nei ghborhoods of the affluent at the expense of
the less affluent. And I'd like you to think about
t hat .

The peopl e of Lancaster and Pal ndal e
are up in arns about this and will fight the Gty
every step of the way if the City continues to
insinuate, in their project proposals, that the
people living further out in the county are somehow
of lesser value, which is what the alternate plan to
haul the trash to their nei ghborhoods inplies.

CHAIR CLOKE: Wyul d you pl ease concl ude your
remar ks?

MS. WORLEY: Pardon?

CHAIR CLOKE: Wyul d you pl ease concl ude your
remar ks?

M5. WORLEY: Ckay.

To resolve the issue in the sinplest
and fairest manner, | ask, on behalf of the people
who live in the towns that are designated by the Gty

as "renote areas," that you allow the expansion of

Sunshi ne Canyon so that the City can take care of the
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tons of trash that it generates on a daily basis.
Thank you.

CHAI R CLOKE: Thank you. | appreciate your
cooper ati on.

And our | ast speaker -- M ss Thonpson.

M5. THOWSON: Hi. M nanme is Kim Thonpson.
| spoke before. But there was just a couple of
things that | wanted to counter today. M ss
Rubal cava says that BFlI's nonitoring air quality.
But it's inmportant to know that it's not |andfil
gases that are being nonitored -- only diese
emni ssi ons.

And they told us that that was for
baseline nmonitoring only at school. M child goes to
t hat school where they have the nonitor.

And then, in 1999 -- they keep quoting
the health study, the health study, the health study
that they did. That was done by Wendy Cozen, who was
here today.

Al of BFI's consultants are paid.

And of all the people who were here today -- the

chamber nmenbers in favor, who said, "Take your trash.
Take your trash" -- none of them suggested that they
take a transfer station, which isn't a dunp, in their

nei ghbor hood.
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So and the last thing -- never, never
never have the opponents of the Sunshine Canyon ever
suggest ed anot her dunp as an alternative. Never. |
don't even know -- El Sobrante is not in the mayor's
report. | can guarantee you. Neither is Pal ndale or
Sim Valley. So none of those are. That's it.

CHAI R CLOKE: Thank you, M ss Thonpson.

MS. THOWPSON:  Yeah

CHAIR CLOKE: Ckay. That closes the public
hearing on this matter. The next tine that we're --
that this Board neets to deliberate on this matter,
that will be -- the matter will be before the Board
for deliberation. There will not be another public
hearing on this matter.

I'mgoing to give you a nonent to
clear the room W're going to hear |tem Nunber 16,
which | think will be a five-minute item And then
that will be the end of our neeting.

MR. EDWARDS: M ss Cl oke?

CHAIR CLOKE: Yes, M. Edwards?

MR. EDWARDS: |'m sorry.

CHAIR CLOKE: Yes. | can hear you.

MR. EDWARDS: Okay. Did you just continue
this itemto another day or to a neeting? O are you

goi ng to hear us tonight?
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CHAIR CLOKE: We cannot hear you tonight.
They have turned off the AC. And they're asking us
to |l eave the building. W cannot hear you tonight.

MR. EDWARDS: kay. Thank you.

CHAIR CLOKE: |I'mvery sorry. W fully
intended to stay until it was done.

MR FUNK: If | could, just one second. [|I'm
sorry. |I'mChris Funk

CHAIR CLOKE: Identify yourself. Thank you.

MR FUNK: Yes. Chris Funk, on behal f of
Browni ng-Ferris Industries. I1t's ny understanding --
t hank you.

It's ny understanding that the
buil ding can stay open. And we would like to have
the matter conpleted today. So I'ma little --
there's a little bit of a disconnect here between
what we're hearing and what is being said as far as
the need to continue the matter.

CHAIR CLOKE: What we were told, M. Funk, is
that the person who would have to stay, if we stayed,
is a person who would, then, have to |leave their
child with no child care. That's not a -- and that
was what | was told.

And | al so have a Board Menmber who

needs to | eave very shortly. But, as everybody in
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the roomcan tell, the air-conditioning has been

turned off. There's no air in this room

M5. BUCKNER- LEVY: -- oxygen
CHAIR CLOKE: | mean we fully intended to go
ahead. This is not -- this is a -- we also didn't

know t his hearing was going to take this nmany hours.
So if you can go ahead and clear the room anybody
who wants to, so that we can just have a five-minute
itemthat we want to take right now

M. Dial and M. "Hough" (phonetic),
are you still here?

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER:  Yes, ma'am
CHAI R CLOKE: Thank you so nuch. W had no
i dea this was going to happen

M ss "Renai d" (phonetic), are you
still here?

Why doesn't everybody cone on up to
the podiun? Can all of you cone on up to the podium
pl ease?

What could we do? There's no
air-conditioning. There's no air. The woman is
crying. What could we do?

Is Mss "Renaid" still here?

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER:  Yes.

CHAIR CLOKE: Ckay. W -- as you can see
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
) ss.
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES )

I, NEALY KENDRI CK, CSR No. 11265, do hereby
certify:

That the foregoing partial transcript of
proceedi ngs was taken before me at the tine and pl ace
therein set forth and thereafter transcribed by
conput er under my direction and supervision, and
hereby certify that, to the best of ny ability, the
foregoing partial transcript of proceedings is a
full, true, and correct transcript of that portion of
t he proceedings transcri bed.

| further certify that | am neither counse
for nor related to any party to said actions nor in
anywi se interested in the outcones thereof.

I N WTNESS WHERECF, | have hereunto subscribed

my nane this 18th day of Novemnber, 2003.
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